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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 


8251.  MUsbiaiiilius  of  butter.  1.  S.  * * * v.  .Io.sei>ii  W.  Tate  et  al.  (Cen- 

tralia  Butter  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fiue,  ami  costs.  (F.  & D. 

No.  10040.  I.  S.  Nos.  10010-p,  10022-p,  G338-r,  G300-r.) 

On  October  2,  1919,  the  Unitetl  Stales  attorney  for  tlie  Eastern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  tlie  Dis- 
trict Court  of  tlie  United  States  for  said  district  an  inforniation  against  Joseph 
AV.  Tate,  Charles  AAT  AA'itwer,  and  Joseph  E.  ITefter,  copartners,  trading  as  the 
Centralia  Butter  Co.,  Centralia,  lil.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  July  12,  1918,  .Time 
18,  1918,  May  22,  1918.  and  July  10  or  17,  1918,  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the 
State  of  IMissonri,  of  (jnantities  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part,  in  the  tirst  3 
shipments,  “ Bermuda  Gold  Butter,'’  and  in  the  last  shipment,  “ Clover  Leaf 
Blitter,”  which  in  each  shipment  was  misbranded. 

Examinations  of  samples  of  the  article  from  the  several  shipments  made 
by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department  showed  that  the  average  weight 
of  the  contents  of  the  cartons  was  15.1  ounces,  15.58  ounces,  15.47  ounces,  and 
14.50  ounces,  respectively,  or  a shortage  in  weight  of  5.0  per  cent,  2.0  per  cent, 
3.33  per  cent,  and  9 per  cent,  respectively. 

iMishranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ One  pound,'’  or  ” One  pound  net,”  borne  on  the 
packages  containing  the  article,  regarding  it,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that 
it  represented  that  each  of  the  packages  contained  1 pound  net  or  1 pound  of 
the  article,  as  the  case  might  he,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled 
as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that 
eacli  of  the  packages  contained  1 pound  net,  or  1 pound  of  the  article,  as  the 
case  might  he,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  packages  did  not 
contain  1 pound  net  or  1 pound  of  the  article,  as  the  case  might  he,  hut  di<l 
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contain  a less  amount.  Misbranrling  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the,  quantity  of  the  contents  was 
not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  November  13,  1919,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,'  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S252.  Misbraiidiiis  of  Metbylax  Blae  Pearls.  IT.  S.  * * * v.  2§  Bozen  Bot- 

tles of  Metliylax  Blue  Pearls.  Default  decree  of  eoiidemiiatioii, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (P.  & D.  No.  10627.  I.  S.  No.  13289-r. 
S.  No.  E-1552.) 

On  June  18,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  2f  dozen  bottles  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Metliylax 
Blue  Pearls  Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.  New  York  St.  Louis,”  remaining  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  Erie,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  April  16,  1919,  by  William  R.  Warner  & Co.,  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended.  . 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  capsules  contained  cubebs,  methylene  blue,  and 
probably  copaiba  and  kava-kava. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  following  statements  appearing  on  the  bottle  and  wrapper, 
regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  were  false  and 
fraudulent  since  it  did  not  contain  any  ingi’edient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed : “ Methylax  Blue  Pearls  * * * for 

the  treatment  of  gonorrhoea  (and  its  complications)  and  catarrhal  conditions 
of  the  urinary  tract.  Helps  to  stop  mucous  discharges.  Useful  as  a urinary 
antiseptic.” 

On  June  25,  1920,  no  claimant  hawng  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  AgricnlUire. 

8253.  Misbrandiiig’  of  Tisit.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Dozen  Paeliag’es  of  Tisit 

(Combination).  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  10638.  I.  S.  No.  13290— r.  S.  No.  E— 1553.) 

On  June  18,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  If  dozen  packages  of  Tisit  (Combination),  contained  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages,  at  Erie,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had, 
been  shipped  on  or  about  May  19,  1919,  by  the  S.  Pfeiffer  Mfg.  Co.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department , showed 
that  the  article  consisted  of  2 preparations,  an  injection  and  capsules  for  in- 
ternal use.  The  injection  consisted  of  an  aqueous  solution  containing  zine 
sulphate,  thymol,  berberine,  and  glycerin,  and  the  contents  of  the  capsules 
consisted  essentially  of  copaiba  and  oil  of  cassia. 
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Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  certain 
statements  appearing  on  the  bottle  labels,  cai-tons,  and  accompanying  circulars 
and  leaflets,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article, 
falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  to  be  a reliable  remedy  for  genito-urinr.ry 
disorders,  as  effective  for  the  treatment  of  gonorrhea  (clap),  for  comparatively 
harmless  forms  of  urethral  inflammation,  and  as  a cure  for  gonorrhea  and 
gleet,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient 
or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  June  25,  1020,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  l)y  the  court 
that  the  goods  be  destroyed  by  the  I'nited  States  marshal. 

, • E.  D.  Bai.l,  Acting  Sccrctarg  of  Agriculture. 

8254.  Adulterai Bou  assil  of  Big  G.  I',  s.  * * * v.  1 Gross  Bof- 

fles  of  Big-  G.  DefaBilt  <Ieeree  of  coiidemnatioti,  forfeitiii'e,  ami  de- 
I straetioii.  (F.  & D.  No.  lOGtiS.  I.  tS.  No.  16532-1:.  S.  No.  E-1575.) 

On  June  2.3,  1910,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1 gross  bottles  of  Big  G,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about 
January  24,  1919,  by  Uie  Evans  Chemical  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  an  aqueous  solution  of  borax  and 
berberine.  No  hydrastine  was  present. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
was  labeled  as  being  a compound  of  borated  goldenseal,  whereas,  in  truth,  it 
contained  no  borated  goldenseal,  and  its  strength  and  purity  fell  below  the 
professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  certain  statements 
appealing  on  the  packages,  cartons,  and  liottles,  and  in  the  booklets  accompany- 
ing the  article,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  thereof,  falsely 
and  fraudulently  represented  that  it  contained  borated  goldenseal,  and  that  it 
was  effective  as  a remedy,  treatment,  and  cure  for  catarrh,  hay  fever,  and  in- 
flammations, irritations,  or  ulcerations  of  the  mucous  membranes  or  linings 
of  the  nose,  throat,  stomach,  and  urinary  organs,  as  an  effective  treatment  for 
unnatural  disclmrges  of  the  urinary  organs,  inflamed,  ulcerated  itching  condi- 
tions of  the  skin  and  mucous  membrane  or  lining  of  the  mouth,  nose,  throat, 
eye,  and  ear,  for  chronic  catarrh  of  the  head,  conjunctivitis,  inflammation  of 
the  eye,  cystitis,  gastritis,  catarrh  of  the  stomach,"  hemorrhoids,  piles,  throat 
troubles,  gonorrhea,  gleet,  chronic  gonorrhea,  stricture,  folliculitis,  prostatitis, 
as  a preventive  of  said  diseases  and  afllictions,  and  as  a remedy  and  treatment 
for  leucorrhea,  whites,  catarrh  of  tlie  vagina,  gonorrhea  in  women,  and  certain 
other  venereal  diseases,  whereas,  in  triUh  and  in  fact,  said  product  did  not  con- 
tain borated  goldenseal,  and  did  not  contain  ingredients  and  medicinal  agents 
effective  as  a remedy,  treatment,  or  cure  of  the  said  diseases,  ailments,  affec- 
tions, disorders,  and  maladies. 

On  June  24,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  goods  be  desti’oycd  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  liALL,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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S255.  3Iisl>ran«lia^  of  Jax  Capsales  ami  Jax  Antiseptic  Injection.  U.  S. 

* * * 3 Dozen  Boxes  of  Jax  Capsnles  and  § Dozen  Bottles  of  Jax 

Antiseptic  Injection.  Defaiilt  ilecree  of  eontlemnatioii,  for£eitui*e, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  10675.  I.  S.  Nos.  16538-i‘,  16539-r.  S.  No, 
E-15S7.) 

On  June  30,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tUe  Soutliern  District  of 
Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  I dozen  boxes  of  Jax  capsules  and  § dozen  bottles  of  Jax  anti- 
septic injection,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  packages  at  Macon,  Ga., 
alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  May  15,  1919,  by  tlie 
Ti'opical  Co-Operative  Co.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Florida  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  product  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  of  powdered  cubebs, 
balsam  of  copaiba,  and  cornstarch,  and  that  the  injection  consisted  of  a solution 
containing  ifiienol,  thymol,  menthol,  boric  acid,  and  zinc  sulphate. 

Misbranding  of  the  capsules  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  they  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable 
of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed  for  them  on  the  box 
label  and  in  the  accompanying  circular  as  follows,  to  wit,  (box  label)  “ Jax 
Capsules,  * * * a highly  efficient  treatment  for  gonorrhcea  and  gleet  and 

other  diseases  of  the  bladder  and  urinary  organs,”  (circular)  “ * * • * in 

the  treatment  of  gonorrhcea  * * in  chronic  or  subacute  inflammation  of 

the  genito-urinary  tract  * * * guaranteed  not  to  cause  stricture.” 

INIisbranding  of  the  injection  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  it  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable 
of  producing  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effects  claimed  for  it  on  the  bottle 
label  and  in  the  accompanying  circular  as,,  follows,  to  wit,  (bottle  label) 
“ ❖ ❖ ❖ gonorrhcea  and  gleet  guaranteed  not  to  cause  stricture,'”  (circu- 
lar) * * (the  international  treatment)  efficient  remedy  for  the  disease 

(gonorrhcea  and  gleet).” 

On  May  3,  3920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  goods  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 

S25G.  3Ii.sbraiitliMS  of  Kid-It.  U.  S.  * * * v.  C Dozen  Packases  of 

Defanlt  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  desti'nction.  (F.  & 
D.  No.  10693.  I.  S.  No.  15019-r.  S.  No.  E-1559.) 

On  or  about  June  25,  3919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Delaware,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  6 dozen  packages  of  Ricl-It,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Wilmington,  Del.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  S.  Pfeiffer  Mfg.  Co.,  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Delaware,  and  charging  misbranding  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  ..  .^ 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of,ihis  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  2 preparations,  an  injection  and  ctipsules 
for  internal  use.  The  injection  consisted  of  a solution  containing  zinc,  sulphate, 
alum,  magnesium  sulphate,  thymol,  glycerin,  and  a yellow  coal-tar  color-  The 
contents  of  the  capsules  .consisted  essentially  of  ,salol,  oils  of  jupiper,  sassafras, 
and  turpentine,  a fixed  oil,  and  red  coloring  matter. 
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Misbraiidiiijjc  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  it  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Rid-It  The  IModern  Remedy  To  Rid  Gen- 
eral Gleety  and  Gonorrheal  Conditions,”  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
accompanying-  wrapper  contained  in  part  the  following:  “Rid-It  for  the  treat- 
ment of  Gonorrhea.  (Clap.)  ="  =•=  * Rid-It  Caps  To  Rid  Gonorrhea  & 

Gleet  " * for  Catarrh  of  the  Bladder  and  all  other  discharges  '•= 

Pains  in  the  Back,  Loins  and  Side.  Cloudy  or  Scalding  Urine,  and  all  General 
Kidney  Disorders.  * * =•=  A Most  Valualde  Remedy  for  The  Kidneys 
* « * IMost  Effective  and  Trustworthy  Diuretic  Particularly  Serviceable 

in  the  Treatment  of  Gonorrhea  and  Gleet,  Rheumatic  pains  when  due  to  uric 
acid.  Urinary  troubles,  such  as  scanty  urine,  or  too  frecpient  desire  to  urinate. 
Brick  Dust  or  sediment,  highly  colored  urine,  burning  sensation,  irritation  of 
the  bladder,  backache  or  weak  back,  constant  tliirst,  restlessness,  pain  in  the 
groin  or  l)ack  or  general  gleety  conditions.  Rid-It  Caps  invigorate  the  func- 
tional activity-  of  the  Kidneys  and  is  invariably  beneficial  in  chronic  valvular 
affections,”  whereas  the  above  statements  were  false  and  fraudulent  as  the 
article,  used  singly  or  in  combination,  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  com- 
bination of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  above  effects  claimed. 

On  January  16,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  tiiat  the  goods  V»e  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Ac//// (/  ^cc/'ctar/j  of  Ag/'iciiU/i/'e. 

82.">7.  31isbramlius-  of  Gi-iiimall  £:  Cols.  Itijeol ioii.  I',  s.  * * * v.  22  15ot- 

, ties  of  Griioaiilt  & Co's,  iii.jeetioii.  Default  <Ieeree  of  eoiuleaina- 
tioii,  forfeitare,  and  destruet ion.  (F.  & 1>.  No.  1073-1.  I.  S.  No.  13450-r. 
S.  No.  E-1610.) 

On  July  3,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Wes ' em  District  of 
Pennsylvaniii,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  22  bottles  of  Grimault  & Co's,  injection,  remaining  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Pittslmrgh,  Iki.,  alleging  tliat  the  article  had 
been  shipped  on  or  about  November  10,  1917,  by  E.  Fougera  & Co.,  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  and  tran.-;ported  from  tlie  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania, and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  an  afiueous  solution  of  copper  sulphate  and 
plant  infusion,  probably  matico. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that 
certain  statements  appearing  on  the  wrappers,  bottle  labels,  and  circulars,  re- 
garding the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudu- 
lently represented  it  to  be  (in  circular)  effective  in  the  treatment  of  chronic 
and  acute  discharges  from  the  urethra,  that  when  taken  iiLernally  it  acts 
especially  well  on  all  muco-purulent  discharges,  as  a treatment  in  gonorrhea, 
discharges  from  the  female  generative  organs,  whether  merely  whites  or  of  a 
greenish-yellow  color,  that  under  its  influence  recent  or  old  blennorrhagic  dis- 
charges disappear  rapidly,  that  it  is  effective  in  cases  of  blennorrhagia  and 
gonorrhea  for  men,  and  in  cases  of  catarrh,  leucorrhea,  flowers,  and  losses  in 
women,  and  as  a prophylactic  and  preservative  hygiene,  when,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  June  25,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acti/ig  Scc/rta/-//  of  Ag/icuK ii/'e. 
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S25S.  Misbramling  of  Maljtloi*  Iiijecfioii,  U.  S.  * * * v.  Dozen  Bottles 

of  3Ialyclor  Injection.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  foi'feitnx’e, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  10738.  I.  S.  No.  13442-r.  S.  No.  E-1609.) 

Od  July  3,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  6t^  dozen  bottles  of  drugs,  labeled  in  part  “ Injection  Malydor 
* « Sole  Proprietors  Malydor  Mfg.  Co.  Lancaster,  Ohio,”  alleging  that 

the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  8,  1918,  by  the  Williams  Mfg. 
Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  of  an  aqueous  solution  containing  a zinc  salt, 
boric  acid,  phenol,  glycerin,  acetanilid,  and  a trace  of  alkaloids. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  certain 
statements  appearing  on  the  cartons  and  accompanying  circulars,  regarding 
the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently 
represented  it  to  be  (on  carton)  an  excellent  remedy  for  diseases  of  the  orificial 
passages  as  gonorrhea,  gleet,  and  leucorrhea  and  (on  accompanying  circnlar) 
an  excellent  remedy  for  diseases  of  the  orificial  passages  as  gonorrhea,  gleet, 
leucorrhea,  piles,  as  a syphilitic  treatment  locally,  for  chancroids,  soft  chan- 
croids, and  for  catarrh  and  catarrhal  conditions  prevailing  at  the  same  time 
with  gonorrhea,  whereas,  in  fact,  the  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or 
combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  June  25,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  propertj^  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  goods  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agricutture. 

S259.  3Iist>ran{liiig'  of  G.  S.  U.  S.  * * * v.  72  Bottles  of  G.  S.  Default,  de- 

cree of  coMdexianatioii,  forfeiture,  ami  destructiou.  (F.  & D.  No. 
11571.  I.  S.  No.  12084-r.  S.  No.  C-1666.) 

On  December  29,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  72  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  G.  S.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  by  L.  M.  Gross,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  on  or  about  October  27,  1919, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The 
bottles  were  labeled  in  part,  ” G.  S.  * * " Useful  in  Rheumatism,  Neuralgia, 

Indigestion,  Dyspepsia,  Biliousness,  Constipation,  Malaria,  Chills,  Nervousness, 
Stomach,  Liver,  Kidney  and  Bladder-  disease  in  their  various  forms  * ^ 

and  the  cartons  were  labeled  in  part,  “ G.  S.  * * * Useful  in  Rheumatism, 

Indigestion,  Biliousness,  Malaria,  Nervousness,  Neuralgia,  Dyspepsia,  Constipa- 
tion, Chills,  Stomach,  Liver,  Kidney  and  Bladder  Disease  in  their  various  forms, 
* ''  Useful  in  Rheumatism,  ^Malaria,  Constipation,  Blood,  Liver  and  Kidney 

Diseases.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  by  the  Bureau  o'f  Chemistry  of  this  department  showed 
that  the  article  consisted  of  a solution  containing  potassium  iodid,  unidentified 
plant  extractives,  and  a small  amount  of  alcohol.  " ^ 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  lil>el  for  the  reason 
that  the  above  statements  on  the  cartons  and  bottles,  regarding  the"  curative  and 
therapeutic  effects  of  said  preparation,  were  false  and  fraudulent  and  calculated 
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to  mislead  and  deceive  the  piircliaser  thereof,  since  said  article  and  drng  con- 
tained no  ingredients  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
effects  claimed. 

On  June  4,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  goods  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

i E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  AgrieuUure. 

S2C0.  of  B-I-F  Capsules.  U.  S.  * * * v.  3 Dozen  Paekases 

of  B-I-P  Capsules.  Default  tleeree  of  eomlemuaf ion,  forfeiture, 
and  destructiou.  (F.  & D.  No.  10412.  I.  S.  No.  15740.  S.  No.  E-1448.) 

On  or  about  May  24,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Yirginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  fded  in  the 
, District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  3 dozen  packages  of  B-I-F  capsules,  remaining  iu  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Richmond,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  bad  been  shipped 
on  or  about  December  13,  1918,  by  the  Henry  S,  Wampole  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Yirginia,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as-  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  of  balsam  of  copaiba 
and  oil  of  cubebs. 

Misbranding  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements  appearing  on  the  cartons  and  circulars,  regarding  the  cura- 
tive and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it 
to  be  a valuable  remedy  for  clap,  gonorrhea,  gleet,  or  any  discharge  from  the 
urinary  organs,  that  it  has  a tendency  to  prevent  strictures,  and  aids  in  elimi- 
nating pus-like  discharges,  as  a safe  and  speedy  remedy  for  the  relief  of  clap, 
gonorrhea,  gleet,  or  any  discharges  from  the  urinary  organs,  and  that  it  was 
warranted  to  relieve  clap  of  long  standing  in  a few  days,  leaving  the  parts  in  a 
healthy  condition,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  did  not  contain  any 
ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capal)le  of  producing  the  effects  claimed 
for  it. 

On  October  15,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeit\ire  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  U^nited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S2G1.  3Iisl>rainliJia’  of  “ G Zil  *’  Comylete-Steariis.  U.  S.  * * * v.  3 Dozen 

Paekages,  Size,  aiul  3 Dozen  FaeknseS'.  Size,  of  G Zit  ” Com- 
plete-Steams. Default  ileeree  of  eomlenination,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  10740.  I.  S.  No.  13292-r.  S.  No.  E-1G32.) 

On  .Inly  8,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Benn- 
sylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  3 dozen  packages,  .$11  size,  and  3 dozen  packages,  $G  size,  of 

G Zit  ” Complete-Steams,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  jMarch  13,  ‘1919,  by  Steaiais-Hollinshead  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analy.sis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment sliowed  that  it  consisted  of  2 preparations,  bougies  and  antiseptics.  The 
bougies  consisted  of  silver  nucleiuate  in  a cacao  butter  base,  and  the  antiseptics 
consisted' of  capsules  containing  essentially  copaiba,  cubebs,  and  a sulphurated 
fixed  oil. 
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Misbranding  of  tbe  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  tlie 
following  statements  appearing  on  the  bottles  and  in  the  circulars  and  booklets, 
regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  were  false  and 
fraudulent  in  that  said  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of 
ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed:  “For  gonorrhoea  use  Zit 
Complete  Stearns,  ❖ « * antiseptic  acts  on  all  germ  life  that  may  be  lodged 

in  the  bladder.  * * * for  gonorrhoeal  patients  to  cure  * * * prevent 
sexual  diseases  * * This  medicine  does  destroy  the  germ  of  gonorrhoea.” 

On  .June  25,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  goods  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acthig  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8262.  Adulteration  of  niillc.  U.  S.  * * * v.  William  A.  Simpson.  Flea  of 

nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $100.  (F.  & D.  No.  444— c.) 

On  September  3,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  William  A.  Simpson, 
Washington,  D,  C.,  alleging  that  on  August  22,  1918,  the  said  defendant  did 
offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  contained  added  deleterious  ingredients,  to  wit,  paper  and  grease  and  foreign 
matter,  wiiich  might  have  rendered  the  article  injurious  to  health. 

On  March  18,  1919,  a , plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  was  entered 
by  the  defendant,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  §100. 

B263.  Adulteration  of  milk.  U.  S.  * * * v.  William  A.  Simpson.  Plea  of 

nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $100.  (P.  & D.  No.  445-c.) 

On  September  4, 1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  William  A.  Simpson, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  August  24,  1918,  the  said  defendant  did 
offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  milk  wdiich  wms  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  contained  added  deleterious  ingredients,  to  w4t,  paper,  grease,  insects,  and 
foreign  matter,  wdiich  might  have  rendered  the  article  injurious  to  health. 

On  March  18,  1919,  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  w’as  entered 
by  the  defendant,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  §100. 

8264.  Adulteration  of  milk.  U.  s.  * * * v.  William  A.  Simpson.  Plea  of 

nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $10U.  (F.  & D.  No.  446-c.) 

On  September  3,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  William  A.  Simpson, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  August  23,  1918,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  milk  w’hich  w’as  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  contained  added  deleterious  ingredients,  to  wut,  dirt,  flies,  and  foreign  matter, 
w’hich  might  have  rendered  the  article  injurious  to  health. 

On  March  18,  1919,  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  was,  entered 
by  the  defendant,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  §100. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
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S2G5.  Aclulferat ion  of  intllv.  F.  S.  * * * v.  Daniel  W.  Robinson.  Collat- 
eral of  forfeited.  (F.  & I).  No.  500-c.) 

On  August  IG,  1919,  the  United  States  attoi-ney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Daniel  AV.  Ilobinson, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  the  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  July  19,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into  the 
District  of  Columbia,  of  a cpiantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  contained  an  added  substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  lowered  its  qualitj^  and 
strength. 

On  August  IG,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $15  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Actuuj  Secretary  of  AyricuUiire. 

S26C.  3iisbr«iMlin3^  of  biea<l.  V.  S.  * * * v.  Coiby  Balvioj;,  Co.  Plea  of 

S’uilty  to  counts  1,  S,  5,  7,  {>,  11,  and  1.5.  Reniaininj^'  counts 

nolle  i>ro.ssed.  Fine,  .‘i;2,S00.  (F.  & D.  No.  51G-C.) 

On  May  21,  1920,  the  Grand  Jurors  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  and 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  returned  an  indictment  in  IG  counts  against  the 
Corby  Baking  Co.,  a corporation,  Washington,  D.  C.,  charging  that  on  April 
15,  April  IG,  April  19,  and  April  20,  1920,  said  defendant  corporation,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  unlawfully  did  manufacture 
within  the  District  of  Columbia  and  did  sell  and  offer  for  sale  within  the  Dis- 
trict aforesaid,  a certain  article  of  food,  to  wit,  bread,  each  and  every  loaf 
thereof  being  contained  in  a sealed  wrapper  bearing  the  statements,  designs, 
and  devices  among  other  things  of  the  tenor  following,  that  is  to  say,  “ Corby's 
Large  Loaf  100%  Pure  Net  Weight  11  lbs.,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  indictment  for 
the  reason  that  the  following  statement,  to  wit,  “ Net  AVeight,  11-  lbs.,”  borne 
on  each  of  the  wrappers  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and  the  ingredients 
and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  repre- 
sented that  each  of  the  wrappers  contained  11  pounds  of  bread,  and  for  the 
further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  and  branded  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive 
and  mislead  the  purchaser  thereof  into  the  belief  that  each  and  every  wrapper 
thereof  contained  1-1  pounds  of  l)read,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of 
said  wrappers  did  not  contain  11  pounds  of  bread,  but  did  contain  a less 
amount. 

On  June  1,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  counts  1,  3,  5,  7,  9,  11,  13,  and  15  of  the 
indictment  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  corporation,  and  the  court 
imposed  a fine  of  $2, SCO.  The  remaining  counts  of  the  indictment  charging 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Net  AATight  Amendment  to  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act  were  lufile  pi'ossed. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aetiny  Sceretury  of  Agriculture. 

S2G7.  AdulleraUou  of  osft.s.  U.  s.  * * * v.  3iorri.s  & Co.,  a Corpoi’af ion. 
Collateral  of  .‘h*200  forleitetl.  (F.  & D.  No.  51'J-C.) 

On  September  19,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  ofiicer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the 
Police  Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Morris  & Co., 
a corporation  doing  business  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  alleging  that  on 
August  21,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District 
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aforesaid,  in  violation  of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  eggs  wliicli 
were  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  tbe  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  September  19,  1919,  the  defendant  corporation  having  failed  to  make  an 
appearance,  the  $200  collateral  that  had  been  deposited  by  it  to  insure  its 
appearance  was  ordered  forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Bat.l,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S20S.  Acli^lterafioii  of  eggs.  TJ.  S.  * * * v.  Meyer  Slaiisnan.  Collateral  of 

$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  520-c.) 

On  September  30,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Meyer  Shuman,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  September  4,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  eggs  which  were  adulterated.  •<  - 

Adulteration  of  the  article  v/as  alleged  fn  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy-,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance.  • 

On  September  30,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  -appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E,  D.  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S2G9.  Adttlteration  of  iiiiiiced  liam.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Harry  H.  Harris.  Col- 

lateral of  $50  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  521-c.) 

On  October  1,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Harry  H.  Harris,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  August  29,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  minced  ham  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  October  1,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S270.  Adulteration  of  liam.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Hommico  Torre.  Collateral  of 

$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  522-c.) 

On  October  2,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  . 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Dommico  Terre,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  August  16,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  ham  which  was  adulterated, 

Adulteratfcion  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 
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On  October  2,  1919,  the  defendant  liaying  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


8271.  Aflnlieratiosi  ©f  millc.  T.  S.  * * * v.  James  Iv.  Wailvcr.  Collaferal 

of  $25  foi’feileJ.  (F.  «&  D.  No.  523-c.) 

On  October  1,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  James  K.  Walker, 
Gaithersburg,  Md.,  alleging  the  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  September  18,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into 
the  District  of  Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for  the 
reason  that  a valuable  constituent  of  the  article,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been 
wholly  or  in  part  abstracted. 

On  October  10,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  couft; 

• ^ ' Vj.  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8272.  AiUiltersjtiosi' of  beaus.  F.  S.  * * * v.  Clii’istiaii  Kali^emas.  Plea  of 

S-wiify.  $25.  (F.  & D.'  No.  524-c.) 

On  October  13,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Christian  Kalsemas, 
Washington,  D.  C,,  alleging  that  on  October  4,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  beans  which  were  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  October  13,  1919,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of.  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculiure. 

8273.  Adulteration  of  millv.  F.  S.  * * * v.  Welford  B.  Jolinsoii.  Collat- 

eral of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  525-c.) 

On  November  6,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Welford  B.  Johnson, 
Midland,  Va.,  alleging  the  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  September  22,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into 
the  District  of  Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  substance  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  with  it, 
thereby  reducing  and  lowering  its  quality  and  strength. 

On  November  G,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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5274.  Adulteration  of  milk:.  U.  s.  * * * a.  Joliii  Cassell.  Collateral  of 

$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  52G-C.) 

Oil  November  3,  1910.  llie  United  States  attorney  for  tlie  District  of  Goliimbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  ofhcer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  John  Cassell,  Calverton, 
Ya.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  on  August  22,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, of  a quantity  of  milk  vhich  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a valuable  constituent  of  the  article,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been 
wholly  or  in  part  abstracted. 

On  November  3,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $2.j  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccretctnj  of  Agriculture. 

5275.  Adiilterai ion  of  meat.  F.  S.  * * * a.  Movi’is  FeAcntiial.  Plea  of 

guilty.  Fine,  .$25  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  527-c.) 

On  November  G,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  ofllcer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Morris  Leventhal,  ^Yush- 
ington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  October  31,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a quantity 
of  meat  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a til  thy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  November  6,  1919,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a line  of  $25  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

5276.  Ailulteratioii  of  meat.  1'.  S.  * * * a*.  Isaac  Mo.stoAA’.  Plea  of  gailty. 

Fine,  $25  ami  eo.st.s.  (F.  & D.  No.  ti2S-c.) 

On  November  G,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Coluni- 
l)ia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police 
Cov.rt  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Isaac  Mostow,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  October  21,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a quantity 
of  meat  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  November  G,  1919,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  by  the 
defendant,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

5277.  Adulteration  of  millv.  F.  s.  * * * v.  Winfield  S.  CoAAiie.  Collateral 

of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  529-c.) 

On  November  14, 1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Winfield  S.  Cowne,  Mid- 
land, Ya.,  alleging  the  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  on  November  3,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into  the  District  of 
Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 
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Adulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  tlie  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  reduced 
and  lowered  and  injuriously  affected  its  quality. 

On  November  14,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S27S.  Aflialteratioii  of  U.  S.  * * v.  Horace  E.  Smitli.  Collateral 

of  $25  forfeited.  (F,  & D,  No.  530-c.) 

On  November  14, 1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Horace  E.  Smith,  Doubs, 
Md,,  alleging  the  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  on  October.  10,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for  the 
reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid 
animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  November  14,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S270t  Adulteration  of  lard.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Thomas  J.  Buiidick:.  Collat- 
eral of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D,  No.  531— c.) 

On  November  24,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Thomas  J.  Bundick, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  November  22,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did 
offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  lard  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  contained  an  added  ingredient  which  lowered  and  reduced  its  quality. 

On  November  24,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball;  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S2S0.  Adultei-atioii  of  meat.  tJ.  S.  * * v.  Isaiah  Cunniiis'ham.  Collat- 

eral of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  532-c.) 

On  November  25,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the 
Police  Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Isaiah  Cunning- 
ham, Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  November  14,  1919,  the  said  defendant 
did  offer  for  sale,  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Pood  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  meat  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  November  25,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 


E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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5251.  Ailulteiation  of  lard.  L.  S.  * * * v.  Joliii  R.  DeGralfeureld.  Col- 

lateral of  ip25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  533-c.) 

On  November  28,  1919,  tiie  United  States  attorney  for  tbe  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, acting  upon  a report  by  tbe  liealtb  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  tbe 
Police  Court  of  tbe  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  .John  R.  DeGraffeii- 
reid,  Wasbington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  October  17,  1919,  tbe  said  defendant 
did  offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  tbe  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  tbe  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  lard  wbicb  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  tbe  article  was  alleged  in  tbe  information  for  tbe  reason 
that  it  contained  an  added  ingredient,  to  wit,  stearin,  wbicb  lowered  and 
reduced  its  standard  of  quality. 

On  November  28,  1919,  tbe  defendant  baving  failed  to  appear,  tbe  $25  col- 
lateral that  bad  been  deposited  by  bim  to  insure  liis  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  tbe  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

5252.  Atlulteration  of  laril.  C.  S.  * * * v.  J.  W.  Hammer  and  B.  F.  Ham- 

mer (Hummer  & Hiuiimer).  Collateral  of  .‘j>25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No 

534— c.) 

> On  December  3,  1919,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  tbe  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  tbe  bealtb  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  tbe  Police 
Court  of  tbe  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  J.  AV.  Hummer  and 
B.  F.  Hummer,  copartners,  trading  as  Hummer  & Hummer,  AA^asbington,  D.  C., 
alleging  tbat  on  October  21,  1919,  tbe  said  defendants  did  offer  for  sale  and 
sell  at  tbe  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  tbe  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a 
quantity  of  lard  wbicb  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  tbe  article  was  alleged  in  tbe  information  for  tbe  reason  tbat 
it  contained  an  added  ingredient,  to  wit,  beef  stearin,  wbicb  lowered  and 
reduced  its  quality. 

On  December  3,  1919,  tbe  defendants  baving  failed  to  appear,  tbe  $25  col- 
lateral tbat  bad  been  deposited  by  them  to  insure  tbeir  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  tbe  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S283.  Atlaltei'ufioii  of  mill»:.  V.  s.  * * * v.  Tlroma.s  T.  Barne.sley.  Col- 

lateral of  .$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  535-c.) 

On  December  5,  1919,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  tbe  District  of  Colum- 
bia, acting  upon  a report  by  tbe  bealtb  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  tbe  Po- 
lice Court  of  tbe  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Tiiomas  T.  Barnes- 
ley,  Derwood,  Md.,  alleging  sbipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  tbe 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  November  12,  1919,  from  tbe  State  of  Maryland  into 
tbe  District  of  Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  wbicb  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  tbe  article  vras  alleged  in  tbe  information  for  tbe  reason 
tbat  water  bad  been  mixed  and  packed  tberewitb  so  as  reduce  and  lower  and 
injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  December  5,  1919,  tbe  defendant  baving  failed  to  appear,  tbe  $25  col- 
lateral tbat  bad  been  deposited  by  bim  to  insure  bis  appearance  Avas  ordered 
forfeited  by  tbe  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S2S4.  Atlulterafioii  of  milk:.  U.  s.  * * * v.  Thomas  T.  Barnsley.  Collat- 
eral of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  53G-C.)  •'  ' 

On  December  5,  1919,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  tbe  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon'  a report  by  tbe  bealtb  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
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Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Thomas  T.  Barnsley, 
Derwood,  Md.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  on  June  7,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  District 
of  Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a valuable  constituent,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been  in  whole 
or  in  part  abstracted  therefrom,  thus  reducing  and  lowering  its  quality  and 
■ strength. 

, On  December  5,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S285.  Adulteration  of  mill*:.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Ricliarsl  B.  Wagoner,  Collat- 

eral of  ^50  forfeited.  (P.  & D.  No.  537-c.) 

On  December  5,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  bf  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Bichard  B.  Wagoner, 
Manassas,  Va.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  on  October  IG,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  of  a quanity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith 
so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  December  5,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $.50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8280.  Atliiiferation  of  larO.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Mary  Jordan.  Collateral  of 

$2.5  forfeited.  (P.  & D.  No.  538-c.) 

On  December  8,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Mary  Jordan,  IVash- 
ington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  October  21,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  lard  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  certain  sul)stances,  to  wit,  cottonseed  oil  and  hydrogenated 
fat,  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  the  article,  so  as  to  reduce 
and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  December  8,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  her  to  insure  her  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8287.  Adulteration  of  AJnegar.  IJ.  S.  >!==!=*  v.  William  Classman.  Col- 
lateral of  .$25  forfeited.  (P.  & D.  No.  539-c.) 

On  December  8,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting,  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  William  Glassman, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  Jhat  on  October  7,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did 
offer  for  sale  and  sefl  at  tlie  ^District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  ilie  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  vinegar  which  was  adulterated. 
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Adulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  tlie  information  for  tlie  reason  that 
it  was  deficient  in  apple  solids  and  acetic  acid  and  was  colored  with  caramel. 
It  was  further  alleged  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of 
cider  vinegar. 

On  December  8,  1910,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  ,82.j  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Adhig  Secretarg  of  Agriculture. 

S2SS.  Adulteration  of  lard.  U.  s.  * * * v.  William  Selilorb.  Collateral 

of  .‘j?25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  540-c.) 

On  December  8,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  William  Schlorb,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  October  17,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  lard  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  beef  stearin,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so 
as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  December  8,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $2h  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  v;as  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S2S9.  A«lultei*atioii  of  Lisna  beans,  navy  beans,  prunes,  and  rice.  U.  S. 
* * * V.  Pierre  M.  Bealer.  (F.  & D.  No.  541-c.) 

On  December  8,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Pierre  M.  Bealer,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  October  IS,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  oiler  for 
sale,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  quantities  of  Lima  beans,  navy 
beans,  prunes,  and  rice  which  were  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substances. 

On  December  8,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $o0  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  l)y  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S280.  Adulteratiou  of  milli:.  1.  S.  * * * v.  Tuliafevio  S.  Pilelier.  Col- 

lateral of  5^25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  -j42-c.) 

On  December  10, 1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Taliaferro  S.  Pilcher, 
Midland,  Ya.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  on  November  5,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into  the  District  of 
Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  it  so  as  to 
reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 
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On  December  10,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court, 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 

S291.  Adulteration  of  inillc.  U.  S.  * * a'.  Lawrence  M.  Brown.  Collat- 

ei*al  of  ^25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  543-c.) 


On  December  18, 1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Lawrence  M,  Brown, 
Doubs,  Md.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  on  November  19,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  District 
of  Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce 
and  lower  its  quality. 

On  December  18,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 


E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


8292.  Aulultei’atioii  of  millc.  U.  S.  * * * 'V.  Georg'e  H.  Lee.  Collatex’al  of 

.$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  544-c.) 

On  December  23,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  George  H.  Lee,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  December  10,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  added  thereto  which  lowered  and  reduced 
its  quality  and  strength. 

On  December  23,  1919,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8293.  A<liiIfei-atioii  of  ogg's.  U.  s.  * * * a%  Peter  Cliuelovis.  Collateral 

of  .$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  545-c.) 


On  January  12,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Peter  Chuclevis,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  January  3,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
an  article  of  food,  to  Avit,  eggs,  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  of  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  January  12,  1920,'  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral 'tliat  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  bis  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 


E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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S-D4.  Adiiltcratiou  of  Isutter.  V.  s.  * * * v.  William  Winstead.  Collat- 
eral of  ^^25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  A’o.  .jIG-c. ) 

On  January  14,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  ofhcer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  William  AVinstead, 
AVashington,  D,  C.,  alleging  that  on  December  S,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did 
otfer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  butter  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a certain  other  substance,  to  wit,  oleomargarine,  had  been  substituted  in 
whole  and  in  part  for  the  article. 

On  January  14,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

S295.  Adulteration  of  I>iitter.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Daniel  A.  Sullivan.  Collat- 
eral of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  547-c.) 

On  January  14,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Daniel  A,  Sullivan, 
AA'ashington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  December  8,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did 
otfer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  butter  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  other  article,  to  wit,  process  butter,  had  been  substituted,  in  whole 
and  in  part  for  the  article. 

On  January  14,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  f^ecretanj  of  Agriculture. 

S2DG.  Adulteration  of  liutter.  I',  * * * v.  Georg-e  Hagis.  Collateral  of 

$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  548-c.) 

On  January  IG,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  George  Hagis,  AA^ash- 
ington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  December  8,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  butter  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  other  article,  to  wit,  oleomargarine,  had  been  substi- 
tuted wholly  or  in  part  for  the  article. 

On  January  IG,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretarg  of  Agriculture. 

S2P7.  Adulteraliou  of  lard.  U.  s.  * * * v.  J.  T.  D.  Pjles.  Collateral  of 

$50  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  549-c.) 

On  January  IG,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a I'eport  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the.  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  J.  T.  D.  Pyles,;^Wash- 
ington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  December  11,  1919,  the  said  defendant  didmffer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  lard  which  was  adulterated. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article 'was  alleged  iii  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  other  substance,  to  wit,  beef  stearin,  had  been  sub- 
stituted in  whole  or  in  part  for  the  article. 

On  January  16,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E,  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S29S.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  S.  * * * v.  diaries  H.  Weser.  Collat- 

eral of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  550-c.) 

On  January  26,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Charles  H.  Weser, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  January  14,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did 
offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  oysters  which  were  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  re-* 
duce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  January  26,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S299.  Adulteration  of  butter.  F.  s.  * * * v.  Cornelius  Scott.  Collateral 

of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  551-c.) 

On  January  31,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  bj^  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Cornelius  Scott,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  December  9,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  butter  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  other  substance,  to  wit,  oleomargarine,  had  been 
mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect 
its  quality,  and  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  the  article. 

On  February  6,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8300.  Atlulterafioii  of  oy.sters.  F.  S.  * * * v.  Je.sse  I.  Bncli:.  Plea  of 

S'wilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  552-c.) 

On  February  2,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Jesse  I.  Buck,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  January  21,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  oysters  which  were  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certaih'  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as 
to  reduce  raid  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  February  2,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  iiiformarion, 
iind  thq'‘^ourt  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

* ' ' E!  D.  Ball,  Acting  Seeretary  of  Agriculture, 
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Beaus  : 

Kalsemas,  Christiaa 

8272 

Lima  : 

Bealer,  Pierre  M 

8289 

navy  : 

Bealer,  Pierre  M 

8289 

B-I-F  capsules  ; 

Wampole,  Henry  S.,  Co 

82G0 

Big  G : 

Evans  Chemical  Co 

8254 

Borated  goldenseal.  See  Big  G. 
Bread  : 

Corby  Baking  Co 

8266 

Butter  : 

Central ia  Butter  Co 

S2ox 

Ilagis,  George 

8296 

Scott,  Cornelius 

8299 

Sullivan,  Daniel  A 

8295 

Winstead,  William 

8294 

Capsules,  B-I-F  : 

Wampole,  Henry  S.,  Co 

8260 

Jax  : 

Tropical  Co-Operative  Co — 

8255 

Eggs  : 

Chuclevis,  Peter 

8293 

IMorris  & Co 

8267 

Shuman,  Meyer 

8268 

G.  S.  : 

Gross,  L.  M 

8259 

G Zit: 

Stearns-IIollinsheAd  Co 

8261 

Goldenseal,  borated.  See  Big  G.  ' 
Grimault  & Co’s,  injection  ; 

Fougera,  E.,  & Co 

8257 

Ham  : 

Torre,  Dommico 

8270 

minced  : 

Harris,  Harry  H 

8269 

Injection,  Grimault  & Co’s. ; 

Fougera,  E.,  & Co 

8257 

Jax  antiseptic  : 

Tropical  Co-Operative  Co — 

8255 

Malydor  : 

Williams  Mfg.  Co 

8258 

Jax  capsules: 

Tropical  Co-Operative  Co__ 

8255 

injection  : 

Tropical  Co  Operative  Co — 

8255 
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Lard  : 


Bundick,  Thos.  J 

8279 

DeGraftenreid,  John  R_ 

— 8281 

Hummer  & Hummer 

___  8282 

Jordan,  Marv 

_ 8286 

Pyles,  J.  T.  D 

8297 

Schlorb,  William 

_ 8288 

Lima  beans.  See  Beans. 

Malydor  injection  : 

Williams  Mfg.  Co 

8258 

Meat : 

Cunningham,  Isaiah 

. - 8280 

Leventhal,  Morris 

8275 

Mostow,  Isaac 

. - 8276 

MethyJax  Blue  Pearls  : 

Warner,  Wm.  R.,  & Co- 

8252 

Milk  : 

Barnesley,  Thos.  T 

. ^ 828.3 

Barnsley,  Thos.  T 

8284 

Brown,  Lawrence  M 

. _ 8291 

Cassell,  John 

. _ 8274 

Ccwne,  Winfield  S 

. - 8277 

Johnson,  Y7elford  B 

. _ 8273 

Lee,  George  II 

8292 

Pilcher,  Taliaferro  S . 

. - 8290 

Robinson,  Daniel  W. 

8265 

Simpson,  Wm.  A__  8262, 

8263,  8264 

Smith,  Horace  E 

8278 

Wagoner,  Richard  B . 

8285 

Walker,  James  K 

. - 8271 

Minced  ham.  See  Ham. 
Navy  beans.  See  Beans. 
Oysters  : 

Buck,  Jesse  I 

. _ 8300 

Weser,  Charles  II 

8298 

Prunes  : 

Bealer,  Pierre  M 

82S9 

Rice  : 

Bealer,  Pierre  M _ . 

- - 8289 

Rid-It : 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 

8256 

Tisit : 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 

8253 

Vinegar  : 

Glassman,  William 

- - 8287 
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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

8301.  AtlJilteralioii  of  oysters.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Bessie  B.  Ward.  Collateral 

of  .$2.5  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  553-c.) 

On  February  20,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, acting-  upon  a report  Ity  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the 
Police  Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Bessie  B.  Ward, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  .January  30,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did 
offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  oysters  which  ivere  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as 
to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  February  20,  ]920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  .$25  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  l>y  lier  to  insure  her  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriciitture; 

8302.  A<lulleralif)ii  of  Uotfor.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Georg-e  W.  Gooclacre.  Col- 

lateral’of  $25  forfeiteil.  (F.  & D.  No.  554-c.) 

On  IMarch  1,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  otficer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  George  W.  Goodacre, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  December  9,  1919,  the  said  defendant  did 
offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  tiie  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  butter  which  was  adulterated. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  other  substance,  to  wit,  oleomargarine,  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  March  1,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  Avas  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

S303.  Adultei'ation  of  millc.  tJ.  S.  * * * v.  Joliii  U.  Baker.  Collateral  of 

$25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  555-c.) 

On  March  3,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  John  U.  Baker,  Gaithers- 
burg, Md.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  on  February  9,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  District  of 
Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  Aviiich  Avas  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  substance,  to  Avit,  Avater,  had  been  mixed  Avith  the  article,  thereby 
reducing  and  loAA’ering  its  quality  and  strength. 

On  March  3,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  Avas  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8304.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  s.  * * * v.  Golden  & Co.  Collateral  of 

.$50  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  556-c.) 

On  March  30,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Golden  & Co.,  a corpora- 
tion, Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  January  21,  1920,  the  said  defendant 
did  offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
I3riigs  Act,  a quantity  of  oysters  Avhich  Avere  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  other  substance,  to  AAut,  Avater,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  thereAvith 
so  as  to  reduce  and  loAver  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  March  30,  1920,  the  defendant  corporation  having  failed  to  enter  an 
appearance,  the  $50  collateral  that  had  been  deposited  by  it  to  insure  its 
appearance  Avas  ordered  forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8305.  Atliiltcration  of  milk.  tJ.  g.  * * * v.  Charles  F.  Rougeoii.  Collat- 

eral of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D,  No.  557-c.) 

On  April  30,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Charles  F,  Kougeoii, 
AVasiiington,  D.  0.,  alleging  that  on  April  22,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  milk  Avhich  Avas  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  aa'US  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  A^aluable  constituent  thereof,  to  AAut,  butter  fat,  had 
been  abstracted  therefrom  in  Avhole  or  in  part. 

On  April  30,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  Avas  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 


E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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S30G.  Adulteration  of  meat.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Isaac  Mostow.  Trial  l>y  the 

court.  Juds'Hient  of  conviction.  Fine,  SpoO.  (P.  & D.  No.  558-c.) 

On  May  3,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Isaac  Mostow,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  April  20,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  meat  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  substance. 

On  ]May  19,  1920,  the  case  liaving  come  on  for  trial  before  the  court,  after 
the  submission  of  evidence  and  arguments  by  counsel,  judgment  of  guilty  was 
rendered,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agrieulturc. 

S307.  AGullcratrou  of  citrate  of  mas'iiesia.  I".  S.  * * * v.  Harry  B.  Kocs- 

ter.  Collateral  of  .^25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  559-c.) 

On  May  11,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Harry  B.  Koester,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  April  13,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  citrate  of  magnesia  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
tliat  it  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Phar- 
macopoeia and  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  and  purity  as 
determined  by  the  tests  laid  down  in  the  said  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the 
time  of  investigation  of  the  article. 

On  May  11,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

830S.  Adulteration  of  citrate  of  masne.sia.  TJ.  S.  * * * v.  Cliarles  S. 

Waiter.  Collateral  of  .^25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  500-c.) 

On  May  11,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Charles  S.  Walter, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  April  13,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  an  article  of  drugs,  purporting  to  be  citrate  of  magnesia, 
wliich  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharma- 
copoeia and  differed  fi’om  the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  and  purity  as 
determined  by  the  tests  laid  down  in  said  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of 
investigation  of  the  article. 

On  May  14,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
tliat  liad  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court.  ^ 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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8309.  Ailulterafion  of  lis3i.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Tliomaa  Tibbs.  Collateral  of 

^10  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  561— c.) 

On  May  22,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Thomas  Tibbs,  Washing- 
ton, D,  C.,  alleging  that  on  May  21,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  fish  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
‘the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  substance. 

On  May  22,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $10  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court. 

E.  D,  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S310.  Ailiiltei'ataoii  of  milli:.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Vernon  31.  I.yncb.  Plea  of 

S'uilty.  Fine,  ^50.  (F.  & D,  No.  562— c.) 

On  May  24,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Vernon  M.  Lynch, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  May  18,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  substance,  to  wit,  a dead  mouse,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  the 
article  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  cpiality. 

On  May  24,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  by  the 
defendant,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8311.  Adulteration  of  mill*:.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Eli  jab  T.  3Iills.  Collateral  of 

^23  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  563-c.) 

On  June  1,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Elijah  T.  Mills,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  May  9,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Pood  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as 
to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  June  1,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8312.  Adulteralion  of  milb.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Otis  C.  Pope.  Collateral  of 

.‘^25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  564-c.) 

On  June  2,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Otis  C.  Pope,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  May  22,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
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sale  and  sell  at  Ibe  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drngs  Act, 
a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adnlterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  snhstance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  valuable  constituent  thereof,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had 
been  wholly  or  in  part  abstracted  therefrom. 

On  June  2,  1920,  tlie  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  .$25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8313.  Adulteration  of  bacon  and  liam.  U.  s.  * * * v.  Fraulc  Ividwell. 

Collateral  of  .$.^0  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  5G.5-C.) 

On  June  15,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Frank  Kidwell,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  June  5,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for  sale 
and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  quan- 
tities of  bacon  and  ham  which  were  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fdthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  substances. 

On  June  15,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court. 

" . E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8314.  Adulicratioii  of  luilic.  U.  g.  * * * 'v.  Ed^vurd  aiii.  Collat- 

eral of  $50  forfeited.  ( F.  & D.  No.  56G-C.) 

On  June  22,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Edward  Markham, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  tliat  on  June  3,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  contained  an  added  deleterious  substance,  to  wit,  colon  bacilli,  which 
rendered  it  injuiloiis  to  health. 

On  June  22,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8315.  Adiilferaf icm  of  issillc.  IJ.  g.  * * * v.  Coais  A.  .Snouft'ei*.  Collaieral 

of  .$35  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  5G7-C.) 

On  June  28,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columi)ia, 
acting  upon  a repoid  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  Distinct  aforesaid  an  information  against  Louis  A.  Snouffer,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  .Tune  10,  1920,  th.e  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a 
quantity  of  milk  v;hich  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  Ix-en  mixed  and  packed  therewith 
so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 
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On  June  2S,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited bj'  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8310.  Adiilteifitioii  of  millc.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Joliii  I.  Dielil.  Collaleial  of 

?25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  56S-C.) 

On  June  28,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  John  I.  Diehl,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  June  18,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article,  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith 
so  as  to  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  June  28,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8317.  Adulteration  of  meat.  F.  S.  * * * v.  Feoii  Pappas  and  Nielc  Pap- 

pas. Collateral  of  .^50  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  5G9-C.) 

On  July  7,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  health  ofTicer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police  Court 
of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Leon  Pappas  and  Nick  Pappas, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  June  22,  1920,  the  said  defendants  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  meat  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for  the 
reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid 
anijual  substance. 

On  July  7,  1920,  the  defendants  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  them  to  insure  their  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S3iS.  Adulteration  of  millc.  U.  s.  * * * v.  Harry  L,.  Oliver.  Collateral 

of  $25  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  570-c.) 

On  July  17,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police  Court 
of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Harry  L.  Oliver,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  July  13,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for  sale*  and 
sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a quantity 
of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a valuable  constituent  thereof,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been  abstracted  therefrom, 
thus  reducing  its  quality  and  strength. 

On  July  17,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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5319.  Adulteration  of  bread.  U.  S.  * * * V.  Harry  E.  Robberts.  Collat- 

eral of  ^50  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  571— c.) 

On  July  29,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Coliimlna,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  health  oflicer  of  said  District,  tiled  in  the  Police  Court 
of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Harry  E.  Robberts,  Washing- 
ton, D.  0.,  alleging  that  on  July  29,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for  sale 
and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  one 
loaf  of  bread  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  July  29,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

5320.  Adulteration  of  grrapef ruit.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Clirist  Kalsiirit inis. 

Collateral  of  ^50  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  572-c.) 

On  July  29,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Christ  Kalsuritinis, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  July  IT,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  a quantity  of  grapefruit  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  July  29,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

5321.  Adulteration  of  ground  meat.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Franlc  Ividwell.  Col- 

lateral of  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  573-c.) 

On  July  29,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  ot  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Frank  Kidwell,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  July  14,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  ground  meat  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  substance. 

On  July  29,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8322.  Artulferalioii  of  porlc  meat.  U..  S.  * * * v.  Harry  Sberby  (.Sliorby’s 

Marbet).  Collateral  of  ^100  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  574-c.) 

On  August  2,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Di.strict  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Harry  Sherby,  trading 
as  Sherby's  ^Market,  at  Wasliington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  July  27,  1920,  the 
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said  defendant  did  offer  for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a quantity  of  pork  meat  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  substance. 

On  August  2,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $100  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  forfeited 
by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8323.  Adulteration  of  srapefriiit.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Mustafa  Eliboss.  Col- 

lateral of  ^50  forfeited.  (F.  & D.  No.  575-c.) 

On  August  9,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Mustafa  Ebbess,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  July  31,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for 
sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
a quantity  of  grapefruit  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  v’as  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  August  9,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8324.  Adultei’utioji  of  milk;.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Jereitiali  E.  Donovan,  Col- 

lateral €>f  $23  forfeited.  (P.  & D.  No.  57G-C.) 

On  August  25,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Jeremah  E.  Donovan, 
Fairfax,  Ya.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  on  August  13,  1920,  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into  the  District 
of  Columbia,  of  a quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  August  25,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $25  collateral 
that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered  for- 
feited by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8323.  Adislteration  of  milk.  TJ.  s,  * * * v.  George  Cliipouras.  Collat- 

eral of  $50  forfeited.  (P.  & D.  No.  578— c.) 

On  September  8,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  George  Chipouras,  Wash- 
ington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  August  23,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer 
for  sale  and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid  a quantity  of  milk  which  was 
adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  valuable  constituent  thereof,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had 
been  wholly  or  in  part  abstracted  therefrom. 
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On  September  8,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  .$50  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  liis  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S32G.  Adulteration  of  milk;.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Nick  A«tl».  Collateral  of  ^50 

forfeited.  (F,  & D,  No.  579-c.) 

On  September  9,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  health  officer  of  said  District,  filed  in  the  Police 
Court  of  the  District  aforesaid  an  information  against  Nick  Auth,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  alleging  that  on  August  IS,  1920,  the  said  defendant  did  offer  for  sale 
and  sell  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  a 
Quantity  of  milk  which  was  adulterated. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a certain  constituent  thereof,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been  wholly 
or  in  part  abstracted  therefrom. 

On  September  9,  1920,  the  defendant  having  failed  to  appear,  the  $50  col- 
lateral that  had  been  deposited  by  him  to  insure  his  appearance  was  ordered 
forfeited  by  the  court. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S327.  Adulferuticu  of  scallop.^.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Star  Fisk  Co.,  a Corpora- 
tion. Plea  of  g-uilty.  Fine,  $10  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  9151.  I.  S. 
No.  3924-p.) 

On  November  26,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  the  Star  Fish  Co.,  a corporation,  Morehead  City,  N.  C.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
March  16,  1918,  from  tiie  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of  New  York, 
of  a quantity  of  scallops  wliich  wore  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  v.’as  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  had  been 
substituted  for  scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S32S.  Adulteration  of  scallops.  IT.  .S.  * * * v.  Morekead  City  Sea  Food 

Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  gnSlty.  Fine,  $10  and  cost.s.  (F.  & D. 
No.  9152.  I.  S.  No.  2GG9-P.) 

On  or  about  September  30.  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  District  Court  of  tiie  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  the  Morehead  City  Sea  Food  Co.,  a corporation,  Moreliead  City,  N.  C., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on 
or  about  January  22,  1918,  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  scallops  which  were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  had  been  soaked. 
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ARnlteration  of  tRe  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to 
lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  added  water  had  been 
substituted  in  part  for  scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  coiiipany,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

S329.  Adulteration  of  scallops.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Armeda  Willis  and  La- 

than  Willis  (Independent  Fisli  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  J^IO 
and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  9198.  I.  S.  No.  392.j-p.) 

On  November  15,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  Armeda  Willis  and  Lathan  Willis,  copartners,  trading  as  the  In- 
dependent Fish  Co.,  Morehead  City,  N.  C.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  de- 
fendants, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  March  20,  1918, 
from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  a quantity 
of  scallops  which  were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to 
lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  scallops,  Vvdiich  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8330.  Adulteration  and  misbrandiug  of  scallops.  F.  S.  * * * ^r.  More- 

head  City  Sea  Food  Co.,  Inc.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  .$10  and  costs. 
(F.  & D.  No.  8439.  I.  S.  Nos.  1080-m,  3914-m.) 

On  February  12,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
‘of  North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  the  Morehead  City  Sea  Food  Go.,  a coiToration,  Morehead  City,  N.  C., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended,  on  or  about  December  16,  1916,  and  January  5,  1917,  from  the 
State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  quantities  of  scallops 
which  vrere  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  shovred  that  the  scallops  in  both  shipments  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  both  shipments  was  alleged  in  the  information 
for  the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  lower  or  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality.  Adultera- 
tion was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  water  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  in  both  slnpments  was  alleged  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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S331.  Adulteration  of  scallops.  U.  S.  * * * v.  J.  H.  Rissiu  & Co.,  a 

Corporation.  Plea  of  s’uilty.  Fine,  .*^10  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No. 

8515.  I.  S.  No.  1852-m.) 

On  February  8,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricnltiire,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
J.  H.  Itiggin  & Co.,  a corporation,  Morehead  City,  N.  C.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation -of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  March  17, 
1917,  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  a quan- 
tity of  scallops  wliich  -were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  had  been  soaked. 

Adnlteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith 
so  as  to  lower  or  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  had  been  substi- 
tuted in  part  for  scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  corporation,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secrctanj  of  Agriculture. 

8332.  Artultei-atioii  U.  S.  * * * v.  Williaui  H.  .Jaclvson  (JacR- 

sou  Fisli  Co.).  Flea  of  s'Jiilty.  Fine,  $10  an;l  costs.  (F.  & D.  No. 

S0G7.  I.  S.  No.  022G-m.) 

On  March  9,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
■William  IT.  Jackson,  trading  as  the  Jackson  Fish  Co.,  Morehead  City,  N.  C., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on 
or  about  January  17,  1917,  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  of  a ciuantity  of  scallops  which  Vv-ere  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower 
or  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for 
scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be.  . 

On  February  7,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8333.  Adulteration  of  sealloys.  IT.  S.  * * * Allen  C.  Davi.^  and  I.saac 

II.  Tawe.s  (A.  O.  Davi.^  &,  Co.).  Plea  of  g-ailty*  Fine,  $10  and  costs. 

(F.  & D.  No.  8922.  I.  S.  No.  1345-p.) 

On  May  20,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Allen  C.  Davis  and  Isaac  FI.  Tawes,  copartners,  trading  as  A.  C.  Davis  & Co., 
Morehead  City,  N.  C.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  January  IS,  1918,  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  scallops  which  were 
adu'terated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that  a 
substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  the  article  so  as  to 
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lo^Ye^  or  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strengtli,  and  had  been 
substituted  in  part  for  scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  be- 
half of  the  defendant  tirm,  and  the  court  imposed  a tine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8334.  Adulteration  of  seaIlo;>s.  F.  S.  =!=  * * Cliarles  Tolsoii  and  John 

Smith  (Tolsoii  A Smith).  Plea  of  s'uilty.  Fine,  and  costs. 

(F.  & D.  No.  8024.  I.  S.  No.  134h-p.) 

On  iday  6,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  North 
Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Charles  Tolson  and  John  Smith,  trading  as  Tolson  & Smith,  Morehead  City, 
N.  C.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  on  or  about  January  18,  1918,  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  scallops  which  were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  tliat  the  scallops  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that  a 
substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  vcith  the  article  so  as  to 
lower  or  reduce  and  injuriously  alfect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been 
substituted  in  part  for  scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

Om  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  .on  be- 
half of  the  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8333.  Adulteration  of  scalioiJja.  F.  s.  * * * v.  Fewis  K.  Plnci*  anil  Mar- 
tin F.  Finer  (Finer  Bros.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  and  eosts. 

(F.  & D.  No.  9158.  I.  S,  No.  2673-p.) 

On  November  26,  1918,  tiie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  inforination 
against  Lewis  K.  Finer  and  Martin  L.  Finer,  copartners,  trading  as  Finer  Bros., 
Morehead  City,  N.  C.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  February  6,  1918,  and  February  7,  1918, 
Mroiii  the  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of  Ma.ssachu.setts,  of  quantities 
of  scallops  which  vere  adulterated.* 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  in  both  shipments  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  both  shipments  was  alleged  in  the  information 
for  the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therevrith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  for 
the  further  reason  that  added  water  had  been  substituted  for  scallops,  which 
the  article  puiirorted  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8336.  Aclulteratioii  of  scallops.  F.  s.  * * * v.  J.  H.  Riggiii  A Co.,  Inc. 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  ^10  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No,  9155.  I.  S.  Nos. 
1349-p,  1354-p,  2668-p.) 

On  November  26,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  'district  an  information 
against  J.  FI,  Eiggin  & Co.,  a coiiioration,  Morehead  Cit^,  N.  C.,  alleging  ship- 
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lueiit  1)5’  soiil  companj’,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
January  28,  1918,  February  1,  1918,  and  January  22,  1918,  from  the  State  of 
North  Carolina  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  of  quantities  of  scalloivs  which 
ivere  adulterated. 

Examination  of  sami)les  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  scallops  in  each  shipment  liad  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  in  the  informa- 
tion for  the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  had 
been  substituted  in  part  for  scallops,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  corporation,  and  the  court  imposed  a line  of  $10  and 
costs. 

E.  D.  Batx,  Act  lug  Secrctanj  of  Agriculture, 

8337.  Adulteratioji  of  soalioiis.  U.  S.  * * v.  .Joliii  Xf.  Xewis.  Plea  of 

Fine,  anti  eo.sts.  (F.  & D.  No.  9250.,  I.  S.  NoS;  26T0-p, 

2G74-P.)' 

On  November  2G,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tlie  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
John  M.  Lewis,  Beaufort,  N.  C.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  January  22,  1918,  and  February  7, 
1918,  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  of 
quantities  of  scallops  wdiich  Avere  adulterated. 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  show'cd  that  the  scallops  in  each  shipment  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  both  shipments  was  alleged  in  the  information 
for  the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  added  water,  had  been  mixed  and 
packed  with  the  article  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its 
quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  scallops,  which  the 
article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  the  defemhint  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  inforina- 
tion,  and  the  court  imposed  a tine  of  $10  and  costs.  / '' 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture.- 

833S.  a.cn  of  Kcallop.'g.  Ik  8.  * * * v.  Fewi.^  Pjiiei*  uiid 

iAiiher  Fliiei*  (Finer  Bros.).  Plesi  of  s'liilty.  Fine,  (j(10  luul 
eosts,  (F.  & D.  No.  10SG2.  I.  S.  Nos.  12G7G-r,  12571-r,  13750-r.) 

On  September  11,  1919,  the  L^iuted  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  Lewis  Kerby  Finer  and  Martin  Luther  Finer,  trading  as  Finer  Bros., 
Morehead  City,  N.  C.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  January  24,  1919,  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts  (2  shipments),  and  into  the  State  of 
New  York  (1  shipment),  of  quantities  of  scallops  Avhich  w’ere  adulterated. 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  in  each  shipment  had  been  soaked. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  in  the  information 
for  the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  qualitj^  and 
strength,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  scallops,  which  the  article  piir- 
I)orted  to  be.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  certain 
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valuable  constituents  of  tlie  article  bad  been  ^Yllolly  or  in  part  abstracted  there- 
from. 

On  Februarj^  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8330.  Adulteration  and  misl»i*andins,'  of  Slmr-pleez  Feed.  U.  S.  * * * 

Ritter-Henniiigs  Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  s’uilty.  Fine,  J^50. 
(F.  & D.  No.  11600.  I.  S.  No.  10708-r.) 

On  February  17,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Bitter-I-Iennings  Co.,  a corporation,  Louisville,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  November  30, 
1918,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Indiana,  of  a quantity  of 
Shur-pleez  feed  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part,  “ Super  Quality  Shur-pleez  Trade  Mark  Feed,  Louisville,  Ky. 
Egg  & Growing  Mash  Guaranteed  Analysis  Protein  23.85%  Fat  6.07%  Fiber 
7.87%  Made  from  gluten  meal,  coarse  bran,  feed  meal,  middlings,  beef  scraps, 
ground  bone  meal,  alfalfa  meal.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  contained  10.39  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  20  per  cent 
of  protein,  and  3.30  per  cent  of  ether  extract,  or  fat.  Examination  shov/ed 
that  it  contained  corn  and  wheat  bran  tissues,  starch,  alfalfa,  muscle  fiber, 
bone,  corn  gluten  meal,  and  about  15  per  cent  of  oat  hulls  and  weed  seeds. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
screenings  and  weed  seeds  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  Super  Quality  feed, 
compounded  as  on  the  label  set  forth. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements  on  the  label  repre- 
sented that  the  article  contained  not  less  than  6.07  per  cent  of  fat,  not  less 
than  23.85  per  cent  of  protein,  and  not  more  than  7.87  per  cent  of  fiber,  and  was 
made  from  gluten  meal,  coarse  bran,  feed  meal,  middlings,  beef  scraps,  ground 
bone  meal,  and  alfalfa  meal,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as 
aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers  into  the  belief  that  it  con- 
tained a minimum  proportion  of  fat  and  protein  as  aforesaid,  and  the  maximum 
proportion  of  fiber  as  aforesaid,  and  was  compounded  as  aforesaid,  whereas 
it  contained  less  than  6.07  per  cent  of  fat,  less  than  23.85  per  cent  of  protein, 
and  more  than  7.87  per  cent  of  fiber,  and  was  not  so  compounded,  but  contained 
screenings  and  weed  seeds. 

On  March  9,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  corporation,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agrieultiire. 

8340.  Ailiilteration  and  niisbi’anding:  of  floor.  U.  S.  * * * v.  287  Sacks 

of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitnre,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  754.  I.  S.  No.  5705— b.  S.  No.  279.) 

On  August  7,  1909,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel,  on  November  19,  1919, 
an  amended  libel,  and  on  December  27,  1919,  a stipulation  for  further  amend- 
ment of  the  libel,  praying  .seizure  and  condemnation  of  287  sacks  of  flour,  re- 
maining unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  August  10  [August  4],  1909,  by  the 
Waterloo  and  Cedar  Falls  Union  Mill  Co.,  Cedar  Falls,  Iowa,  and  was  in  the 
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course  of  transportation  from  the  State  of  Iowa  into  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  and  amendments  thei’eto 
for  the  reason  that  said  flour  was  mixed,  colored,  powdered,  coated,  and  stained 
in  a manner  whereby  damage  and  inferiority  were  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  flour  was 
branded  “ AVaterloo  and  Cedar  Falls  Union  Mill  Co])ipany,  Crystal  patent,  from 
hard  wheat,  AA-aterloo,  Iowa,”  which  said  state]nent  regarding  the  flour  was 
false  and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  the  flour  was  patent  flour, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not,  but  was  a kind  of  flour  known  as 
straight  flour ; for  the  further  reason  that  the  label  bore  a statement  which  was 
false  and  misleading  in  that  it  thereby  represented  that  the  flour  was  made 
from  hard  vrheat,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not,  but  was  made  from 
a mixture  consisting  of  more  than  one-half  winter  wheat,  the  !)alance  lieing 
spring  wheat;  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  flour  was  in  fact  an  imita- 
tation  of,  and  was  designed  and  offered  for  sale  under  tlie  distinctive  name  of, 
patent  flour,  and  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the 
purchaser  thereof. 

On  May  18,  1912,  an  order  was  entered  that  282  sacks  of  the  flour  be  released, 
and  that  5 sacks  be  retained  in  the  custody  of  the  court  for  jurisdictional  pur- 
poses. On  December  27,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property, 
judgment  of  condemnation  ami  forfeiture  was  entered  as  to  the  5 sacks  re- 
maining in  custody,  and  it  wfis  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be'  de- 
stroyed by  the  United  States  marshal,  and  that  the  AVaterloo  and  Cedar  Falls 
Union  Mill  Co.  should  paj^  the  costs  of  the  proceedings. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secrctanj  of  AgrlcuUure. 

8o41.  Misljrsiinlisig-  of  Emulsion.  U.  S.  * * * v.  17  Dokcii  liarg-e- 

.size  Bottles  ami  17  Dozen  Small-size  Bottles  ©f  Eunalsiou* 

CoiiseJit  decree  of  comlemiiatioii  and  forfeiture.  Product  released 
ou  l>05id.  (F.  & D.  No.  11300.  I.  S.  Nos.  15154-r,  151.55-r.  S.  No.  E-1805.) 

On  October  9,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jer- 
sey, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  In  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Aliiks 
Emulsion,”  at  Camden,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been,  shi[)ped  on  or 
about  July  26,  1919,  by  the  Milks  Emulsion  Co.,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  petrolatum,  with  small  amounts 
of  sirup,  glycerin,  and  methyl  salicylate,  and  that  it  contained  no  fat. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
regarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  appearing  in  the 
booklets  accompanying,  and  on  the  label  on  the  bottle  containing  the  article, 
falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the  article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for 
dyspepsia,  indigestion,  catarrh  of  the  stomach  and  bowels,  bronchial  asthma, 
catarrhal  croup,  bronchitis,  and  tuberculosis  of  the  lungs,  Avh.ereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  was  not  effective.  Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  the 
statement  in  the  booklets  regarding  the  article  represented  tliat  the  article  con- 
tained a great  amount  of  fat,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  contained  no  fat. 

On  December  18,  1919,  the  Milks  Emulsion  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a decree,  judgmdht  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  vras  entered, 
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aiul  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant 
upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Sli42.  Misbraiicliiis’  of  cottonseed  meal  and  cottonseed  cake.  U.  S.  * * * 

T.  Searcy  Oil  & Ice  Co.,  a Coi’poration.  Plea  of  g’nilty.  Fine,  $75 
and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  114^10.  I.  S.  Nos.  T49S-r,  7499-r,  7525-r.) 

On  March  4,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Searcy  Oil  & Ice  Co,,  a corporation,  Searcy,  Ark,,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  from  the  State  of  Arkansas 
into  the  State  of  Missouri,  on  or  about  December  10,  1918,  of  a quantity  of  an 
article,  labeled  in  part  “ Supreme  Brand  Cotton  Seed  Meal  Cotton  Seed  Cake,” 
and  on  December  20,  and  December  17,  1918,  respectively,  of  quantities  of  an 
article,  labeled  in  part  “ Butterfly  Brand  Cottonseed  Meal,”  each  of  which  was 
misbranded. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment shov/ed  the  following  results : 

Supreme  Butterfly  Brand,  shipment  of — 


Brand.  Dec.  17.  Dec.  20. 

Brotein  (per  cent) 37.19  36.44  36.48 

Crude  fiber  (percent) 14.75  14.64  14.51 

Fat  (percent) : 4.59  


lUisbranding  of  each  shipment  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  follov>4ng  statements,  “Protein  38.60%  * * * crude  fibre  12.00%,” 

or  “ Not  less  than  38.5%  crude  protein,  not  more  than  12%  crude  fiber,”  or 
“ Protein  38.60  per  cent,  fat  6.00  per  cent,  fibre  12.00  per  cent,”  borne  on  the 
tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and  the  ingredi- 
ents and  substances  contained  therein,  vrere  false  and  misleading  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  Supreme  Brand  cottonseed  meal  cottonseed  cake  contained 
not  less  tlian  38.60  per  cent  of  crude  protein  and  not  more  than  12  per  cent  of 
crude  fiber,  that  one  of  the  shipments  of  Butterfly  Brand  cottonseed  meal  con- 
tained not  less  than  38.5  per  cent  of  crude  protein  and  not  more  than  12  per 
cent  of  crude  fiber,  and  that  the  other  shipment  of  Butterfly  Brand  cottonseed 
cake  contained  not  less  than  38.60  per  cent  of  crude  protein,  not  less  than  6 per 
cent  of  fat,  and  not  more  than  12  per  cent  of  fiber,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  said  articles  were  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the 
purchaser  into  the  belief  that  said  articles  contained  not  less  than  38.60  per  cent 
or  not  less  than  38.5  per  ceni  of  protein,  not  less  than  6 per  cent  of  fat,  and  not 
more  than  12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  they  con- 
tained less  than  the  quantities  indicated  of  protein  and  less  than  the  quantity 
indicated  of  fat,  and  more  than  12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber. 

On  March  26,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
corporation,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $75  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agrieulture. 

8343.  Adulteration  of  pecan  nuts.  U.  S.  * * * v.  375  Sacks  of  Pecan 

Nuts.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product 
released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  11542.  I.  S.  No.  28-r.  S.  No.  E-1870.) 

On  December  1,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  375  sacks  of  pecan  nuts  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
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that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  17,  1919,  by  A.  Cohen 
& Co.,  Eagle  Pass,  Tex.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

• Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  May  3,  1920,  A.  Cohen  & Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  enti-y 
of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  upon  the 
payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond,  in  con- 
formity with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8344.  Artulteration  of  pecan  mi<s.  U,  S.  * * ♦ v.  332  Sacks  Coulaisiiuj? 

Pecan  Nats.  Consent  decvee  of  eomlenination  ami  forfeiture. 

Prodiict  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  11543.  I.  S.  No.  29~r.  S.  No. 

E-1871.) 

On  December  2,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  332  sacks  containing  pecan  nuts,  at  New  York,  N.  Y"., 
alleging  that  the  article  was  shipped  on  or  about  October  7,  1919,  by  the 
Border  National  Bank,  Eagle  Pass,  Tex.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Texas  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  article  consisted  in  part 
of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  .January  22,  1920,  F.  S.  E.  Gunnell  & Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  the  claimant 
upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond,  in 
coiiformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S34.5.  Alleg^ed  misbi’anilins’  of  “ Sulfox.’’  U.  S.  * * * v.  Email  Mf§r.  Co.,  a 

Corporation.  Tried  by  tlie  court.  Verdict  of  ac<iuittal.  (F.  & D. 

No.  11G35.  I.  S.  No.  2657-r.) 

At  the  November,  1919,  term  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
far  the  District  of  Colorado,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
aforesaid  an  information  against  the  Eman  Mfg.  Co.,  a corporation,  Denver, 
Colo.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  April  14,  1919,  from  the  State  of 
Colorado  into  the  State  of  California,  of  a quantity  of  an  article,  labeled  in 
part  “ ‘ Sulfox  ’ A Medicinal  Water  Artificially  Prepared  Sole  owners  and 
manufacturers  The  Eman  Mfg.  Co.,  Incorporated  Main  office  1426  Curtis 
Street  Denver,  Colo.,”  which  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  was  an  aqueous  solution  consisting  essentially  of 
sulphuric  acid  and  traces  of  calcium  sulphate  with  a very  faint  trace  of 
sulphur  dioxid. 

It  Teas  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  misbranded 
for  the  reason  that  certain  statements  included  in  the  circulars  accompanying 
the  article  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  to  be  effective  as  a pre- 
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ventive,  treatment,  remedy,  and  cure  for  rheumatism,  catarrh,  la  grippe, 
kidney  and  stomach  trouble,  hay  fever,  bronchitis,  sugar  diabetes,  paralysis, 
St.  Vitus’  dance,  indigestion,  pyorrhea  and  other  blood  infections,  lupus,  cancer, 
gangrene,  blood  poisoning,  dropsy,  neuritis,  piles,  ulcers,  eczema,  erysipelas, 
tuberculosis,  and  germ  propagation  in  the  intestines,  when,  in  truth  and  in- 
fact, it  was  not. 

On  June  5,  1920,  an  agreed  statement  of  facts  was  tiled  by  the  plaintitf  and 
defendant,  whereby,  among  other  things,  trial  by  jury  was  expressly  waived, 
and  it  was  agreed  that  the  court  should  hear  and  determine  the  cause  upon 
the  stipulation  and  agreement  of  facts  and  the  laws  applicable  thereto.  On 
August  23,  1920,  the  cause  having  been  tried  upon  the  agreed  statement  of 
facts,  the  defendant  was  found  not  guilty  and  discharged,  as  will  more  fully 
appear  from  the  following  decision  by  the  court,  (Lewis,  D.  J.)  : 

The  defendant  prepares  and  offers  for  sale  a fluid  under  the  trade-mark  “ Sul- 
fox,*’  and  the  information  charges  that  in  April,  1919,  it  shipped  from  Denver  to 
San  Francisco,  in  interstate  commerce,  a number  of  bottles  of  the  preparation 
which  were  misbranded  as  to  its  therapeutic  and  curative  effects.  When 
defendant  was  brought  in  to  plead  there  w^as  a statement  of  facts  by  counsel 
which  raised  a doubt  as  to  whether  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  had  been  violated 
as  charged.  Thereupon  the  district  attorney  and  counsel  for  defendant  filed 
a stipulation  waiving  a jury  and  setting  out  the  facts  in  the  case,  from  Vvhich 
it  appears  that  one  Elgar  O.  Eaton,  one  of  plaintiffs  agents,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  investigate  violations  of  the  act,  wrote  and  mailed  to  defendant  the 
following  letter : 

“ San  Francisco,  April  9,  1919.  Email  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.  Dear  Sirs : I have 
heard  of  your  treatment  called  ‘ Sulfox.’  I want  to  try  it  and  I am  sending 
$3.00  for  a case  of  it.  Send  to  my  room  at  972  Sutter  Street,  room  806.  Ed. 
Eaton.” 

Eaton,  before  ordering  the  shipment,  went  to  a druggist  at  San  Francisco 
and  asked  for  “ Sulfox.”  The  druggist  had  none.  Eaton  asked  the  druggist 
to  order  some  for  him.  The  druggist  did  so,  but  defendant  refused  to  fill 
the  order  of  the  druggist.  Eaton  then  ordered  the  shipment  direct  to  himself 
by  means  of  the  foregoing  letter.  The  defendant  did  not  know  at  the  time 
it  made  the  shipment  that  Eaton  was  an  employee  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment and  supposed  the  shipment  was  being  made  to  one  intending  to  use  it 
for  medicinal  purposes  as  a remedy  for  some  of  the  diseases  for  which  it  ivas 
recommended  by  the  circulars  accompanying  it.  The  stipulation  further  re- 
cites: “That  in  making  said  order  and  inducing  said  shipment  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  said  Eaton  to  use  said  ‘ Sulfox’  as  a medicine  or  as  a treat- 
ment for  the  cure,  mitigation,  or  prevention  of  disease,  but  the  shipment  was 
procured  by  him  for  the  sole  purpose  of  analyzing  the  substance  and  of  pro- 
curing evidence  against  the  shipper  of  a violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act. 

The  district  attorney  relies  upon  Grimm  v.  United  States,  156  U.  S.,  604, 
and  cases  which  follow  it,  in  urging  that  a plea  of  guilty  be  entered  and  a fine 
imposed,  and  of  course  if  the  facts  here  bring  the  case  vrithin  the  rule  there 
announced  that  must  be  done,  notwithstanding  a majority  of  the  State  courts 
appear  to  hold  a contrary  view.  When  the  Grimm  case  was  considered  below 
Judge  Thayer  lield  that  the  facts  established  guilt  because  the  Government 
agent  who  "induced  the  defendant  to  v;r,ite  the  nonmailable  letter  did  not  re- 
quest the  defendant  to  put  tlie  letter  in  the  mail,  but  left  the  means  of  trans- 
mission wholly  to  the  defendant’s  selection.  Fie  said : “ If  such  act  is  done 
voluntarily  and  intentionally — that  is  to  say,  if  the  nonmailable  letter  is  de- 
posited in  the  mail  by  the  accused  without  solicitation  on  the  part  of  the  officer 
that  the  mail  be  used  to  convey  such  intelligence — the  weight  of  judicial  opinion 
seems  to  be  that  the  act  does  not  lose -its  criminal  character,  though  the  offense 
may  have  been  committed  in  responding  to  an  inquiry  from  a person  in  the 
Government  service  which  was  made  under  an  assumed  name  for  the  purpose 
of  concealing  his  identity.  * * * In  the  case  at  bar  the  evidence  did  not 

show  that  the  accused  was  solicited  to  commit  tlie  offense  cliarged  in  the  in- 
dictment. The  selection  of  the  public  mail  as  tlie  medium  for  giving  informa- 
tion where  the  most  lewd  and  indecent  pictures  could  be  obtained  was  the  vol- 
untary act  of  the  defendant,  and  lie  is  criminally  responsible  therefor.”  50 
Fed.,  *528.  I can  conceive  of  no  way  in  which  the  defendant  could  have  trans- 
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rnittecl  “ Snlfox  ” to  Eaton  as  requested  in  Ids  letter  that  would  not  have  been 
an  interstate  shipinenL  However,  the  Supreme  Court,  in  considering  Grimm’s 
case  on  error,  made  no  mention  of  the  position  taken  by  Judge  Thayer,  but 
rested  its  aflirmance  on  other  groimd.  Mr.  Justice  Brewer,  speaking  for  the 
court  in  that  case,  says : “ It  does  not  appear  that  it  was  the  purpose  of  the 
post-oflice  inspector  to  induce  or  solicit  the  commission  of  a crime,  but  it  was 
to  ascertain  whether  the  defendant  was  engaged  in  an  unlawful  business.” 
This  language  is  a clear  indication  of  the  importance  of  the  purpose  of  the  Gov- 
ernment agent,  that  is,  as  to  whether  the  act  which  he  requests  the  citizen  to 
do  is  for  the  purpose  qf  inducing  him  to  violate  the  statute.  That  this  is  so 
is  more  definitely  stated  in  Price  v.  United  States,  165  U.  S.,  311,  at  page  315 : 
“ It  appears  from  the  bill  of  exceptions  that  the  Government  inspector  who 
investigated  the  prosecution  of  this  case  had  been  informed  that  the  statute 
was  being  violated,  and  for  the  purpose  of  discovering  the  fact  whether  or  not 
the  plaintiff  in  error  was  engaged  in  such  violation,  the  inspector  wrote  several 
communications  of  the  nature  of  decoy  letters,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  rec- 
ord, asking  the  plaintiff  in  error  to  send  him  through  the  mail  certain  books 
of  the  character  covered  by  the  statute,  which  the  plaintiff  in  error  did,  as  is 
alleged  by  the  prosecution  and  as  has  been  found  by  the  verdict  of  the  .1ury. 
Tliis  has  been  held  to  constitute  no  valid  ground  of  objection.”  The  excerpt 
from  the  Grimm  case  is  repeated  in  Andrews  v.  United  States,  162  U.  S.,  420. 
The  stipulation  does  not  disclose  that  the  defendant  here  has  ever  sent  “ Sul- 
fox  ” in  interstate  shipment  other  than  the  two  bottles  to  Eaton  in  response  to 
his  letter.  Eaton’s  failure  to  induce  the  defendant  to  violate  the  statute  by 
sliipping  to  the  druggist,  his  letter  to  the  defendant,  the  absence  of  facts  as  a 
basis  from  which  he  could  believe  or  suspect  that  the  defendant  had  oh  other 
occasions  violated  the  statute,  and  the  stipulation,  causes  me  to  reach  the  con- 
clusion that  he  wu’ote  the  letter  to  the  defendant,  not  for  the  purpose  of  discov- 
ering violations  but  with  the  intention  and  purpose  of  inducing  the  defendant 
to  violate  the  statute,  and  that  on  these  facts  Grimm’s  case  is  not  an  authority 
in  support  of  the  prosecution,  and  that  in  the  interests  of  a sound  public  policy 
the  defendant  should  be  found  not  guilty  and  discharged.  Woo  Wai  v.  U.  S., 
223  Fed.,  412;  Sam  Yick  v.  U.  S.,  240  Fed.,  60. 


SaiO.  Acli{Itei*alioii  «3id  misbranding’  of  Popso-baxafone.  U.  S.  * * * 

10  DoKOii  Bottles  of  Drugs  Called  Pepso-Baxatone.  Defanlt  decree 
of  eomlemiiatioii,  forfeitnre,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  IISTO. 
I.  S.  No.  561-r.  S.  No.  E-1919.) 

On  January  7,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  “ Pepso-Laxatone,” 
at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  consigned  by  the  Burlingame  Chemical  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  August  13,  1919,  and 
transported  froin  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  charg- 
ing adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  of  a solution  composed  essentially  of  extractives 
of  cascara  sagrada,  hydrochloric  and  lactic  acids,  sugar,  alcohol,  and  water, 
with  not  to  exceed  0.006  gram  of  pepsin  per  fluid  ounce  and  not  more  than  a 
trace  of  pancreatin  and  diastase. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  the  Strength  of  the 
article  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  statement  on  the  labels  and 
packages  containing  the  article,  regarding  it,  to  wit,  “ Pepso-Laxatone  is  a solu- 
tion of  Pepsin,  Diastase,  Pancreatine,”  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it 
represented  that  the  product  contained  a substantial  amount  of  pepsin,  diastase, 
and  pancreatin,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  article  Contained  not  more 
than  a trace  of  pepsin,  and  not  more  than  a trace  of  pencreatin  and  diastase. 
Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  the  statements  on  the  labels  and  on 
the  packages,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  falsely 
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and  fraudulently  represented  the  article  to  be  effective  as  a permanent  relief  for 
habitual  constipation,  gastric  disorders,  and  indigestion,  whereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  June  24,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S347.  Adultei-ation  ami  laisbramliiis’  of  tomatoes.  * U.  S.  * * * v.  550 

Cases  of  Blue  Dot  Tomatoes  and  t . S.  * * * v.  124  Cases  of  Blue 

Dot  Tomatoes.  Consent  decree  of  coiidcninaticn  and  foi'feitnre. 
Product  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  11877,  11878.  I.  S.  Nos. 
9196-r,  9197-r.  S.  No.  C-1674.) 

On  January  13,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  certain  quantities  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Blue 
Dot  Tomatoes  * Packed  by  Winfield  Webster  & Co.,  Main  Office,  Vienna, 

Md.,”  at  Gulfport,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about 
September  11,  1919,  by  Winfield  Webster  Co.,  Vienna,  Md.,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and  charging  adultera- 
tion and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  tomato  pulp^  had 
been  mixed  and  packed  with  the  article  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuri- 
ously affect  its  quality  and  strength.  Further  adulteration  was  alieged  in  that 
tomato  pulp  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  statement,  “ Blue  Dot 
Tomatoes,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser. 
Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  tliat  the  article  was  an  imitation  of,  and 
was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article. 

On  June  8,  1920,  Winfield  Webster  & Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and 
it  vras  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  upon 
the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond,  in  con- 
formity with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 

S34S.  ]>Sisbv«mliiis’  of  Still was'oii's  IfeUieated  Stock  Food.  tJ.  S.  * * * v. 

5 Packages,  24  Oiiiicc.s  Each,  and  5 Packages,  64  Ounces  Eacli,  of 
Stillwagoii’s  ]Bedicated  Stock  Food.  Defaalt  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  &:  D.  No.  12517.  I.  S.  No.  92G6-r. 
S.  No.  C-1833.) 

On  March  18,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  5 packages,  24  ounces  each,  and  5 packages,  64  ounces  each, 
of  Stillwagon’s  Medicated  Stock  Food,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  Bunker  Hill,  111.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by 
the  Stillwagon  Food  Mfg.  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  or-  about  January  3,  1920,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  AcC  as  amended.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part,  (carton)  ” =•=  * * Still  wagon's  Food  * * * For  all 

di.seases  arising  from  Indigestion  and  Impure  Blood  ; also  a preventative  for 
Hog  Cholera.  * * * Scours  in  Calves  * An  Invaluable  llemedy  in 
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the  treatment  of  diseases  peculiar  to  Horses,  such  as  * * * Farcy,  Dis- 
temper, * * * Founders,  * * ❖ Bots  * * * Diseases  of  the  Kid- 
neys and  Urinary  Organs  * * * and  all  Diseases  arising  from  Impure 

Blood,  * * * In  all  afflictions  of  horses  such  as  * =•=  Distemper,  Pink- 
eye, Farcy  * * * Impure  Blood,  etc..  Swine  Cholera  (Plague)  * =•=  As 

a Preventive  feed  once  or  twice  a day  * * * Stillwagon’s  Food  Cures 

-where  others  Fail  * * Cures  and  prevents  disease  in  Horses,  Cattle, 

Hogs,  Colts,  Calves,  Lambs,  and  Pigs,”  (circular)  * * In  all  affections 

of  horses  such  as  distemper,  pinkeye,  farcy,  impure  blood,  etc., 

* * Swine  Cholera — (Plague)  * * * As  a preventive,  feed  once  or 

twice  a day  * * =•=  For  Worms  or  any  other  Trouble.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  a mixture  composed  essentially  of  sul- 
phur, salt,  ferrous  sulphate,  capsicum,  gentian,  anise,  powdered  charcoal,  and 
cottonseed  hulls. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  foregoing  statements  contained  in  the  labeling,  regarding  the  curative 
and  therapeutic  effects  thereof,  were  false  and  fraudulent,  since  the  article  con- 
tained no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
effects  claimed. 

On  September  2,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8319.  Misbramiiiig  of  Buikliai-t’s  Vegetable  Compoiiml.  IJ.  s.  * * * 

V.  24  Boxen  Packages  of  Da*.  Biaekliart’s  Vegetable  Coaupoatiid.  De- 
fault decree  of  eoiidejiiaiatioai,  f orf eitaare,  and  cle.sti*iictioii.  (F.  & D. 

No.  13066.  I.  S.  No.  S57G-t.  S.  No.  E-2117.) 

On  .Inly  21,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  24‘  dozen  packages  of  an  article  of  drugs,  labeled  in  part  “ Dr.  Burkhart’s 
I'egetable  Compound,”  consigned  July  3,  1920,  remaining  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  Dr.  Vv.  S.  Burkhart,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Ohio  into  the  State  of  Maryland,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  ami  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  pills  composed  essentially  of  aloes,  cap- 
sicum, and  plant  extractives  including  resins,  probably  podophyllum. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  following  statements  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  ef- 
fects were  false  and  fraudulent  as  the  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  com- 
bination of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed  for  it:  (Car- 
ton) “Recommended  for  Kidney  and  Liver  Disease,  Fever  and  Ague,  Rheu- 
matism, Sick  and  Nervous  Headache,  Erysipelas,  Scrofula,  Female  Complaints, 
Catarrh,  Indigestion,  Neuralgia,  Nervous  Affection,  Dyspepsia  * and 

all  syphilitic  diseases.” 

On  August'  28,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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8350.  Misbraiidinsr  of  Saiifal  Pearls.  U.  S.  * * * v.  72  Bottles,  More  or 

Less,  of  Sajital  Pearls.  Default  decree  of  condeiniiation,  forfei- 
ture, ami  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  10092.  I.  S.  No.  15020-r.  S.  No. 
E-1557.) 

On  June  25,  1919,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  tlie  District  of  Delaware, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Santal  Pearls,”  at 
Wilmington,  Del.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  May  5, 
1919,  by  the  S.  Pfeiffer  Mfg.  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Delaware,  and  charging  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  capsules  containing  santal  oil,  balsam  of 
copaiba,  and  oil  of  cassia. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  M as  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
appearing  in  the  circular  accompanying  the  article,  regarding  the  curative  or 
therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the 
article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  gonorrhea,  M'hereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
it  vras  not  effectn^e. 

On  December  20,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Mms  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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Beacon  : N.  J.  No. 

Kidwell,  Frank 8313 

Bread  : 

Eobberts,  Harry  E 8319 

Burkhart’s,  Dr.,  vegetable  compound  : 

Burkhart,  Dr.  W.  S 8349 

Butter  : 

Goodacre,  George  W 8302 

Citrate  of  magnesia  : 

Koester,  Harry  B 8307 

Walter,  Chas.  S 8308 

Cottonseed  cake.  Bee  Feed. 

meal.  Bee  Feed. 

Emulsion,  Milks  : 

Milks  Euralsion  Co 8341 

Feed,  cottonseed  cake  : 

Searcy  Oil  &Hce  Co 8342 

cottonseed  meal : 

Searcy  Oil  & Ice  Co 8342 

poultry  : 

Eitter-IIenuings  Co 8339 

stock  : 

Stillwagon  Food  Mfg.  Co 8348 

Fish  : 

Tibbs,  Thomas 8309 

Flour  : 

Waterloo  & Cedar  Falls 

Union  Mill  Co 8340 

Grapefruit : 

Ebbess,  Mustafa 8323 

Kalsuritinis,  Christ 8320 

Ground  meat.  Bee  Meat. 

Ham  : 

Kidwell,  Frank 8313 

Magnesia,  citrate  of  ; 

Koester,  Harry  B 8307 

Walter,  Chas.  S 8308 

Meat : 

Mostow,  Isaac 8300 

Pappas,  Leon  and  Nick 8317 

ground  : 

Kidwell,  Frank 8321 

pork  : 

Sherby’s  Market 8322 

Milk  : 

Auth,  Nick 8320 

Baker,  John  U 8303 

Chipouras,  George 8325 


Milk — Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Diehl,  John  I 8310 

Donovan,  J.  B 8324 

Lynch,  Vernon  M 8310 

Markham,  Edward 8314 

Mills,  Elijah  T 8311 

Oliver,  Harry  L 8318 

Pope,  Otis  C 8312 

Eougcon,  Chas.  F 8305 

Snouffer,  Louis  A 8315 

Milks  Emulsion  : 

Milks  Emulsion  Co 8341 

Nyts,  pecan  : 

Border  National  Bank 8344 

Cohen,  A.,  & Co 8343 

Oysters  : 

Golden  & Co 8304 

Ward,  Bessie  B 8301 

Pecan  nuts.  Bcc  Nuts. 

Pepso-Laxatone  : 

Burlingame  Chemical  Co 8340 

Pills,  vegetable  compound  : 

Burkhart,  Dr.  W.  S 8349 

Pork  meat.  Bcc  Meat. 

Poultry  feed.  Bee  Feed. 

Santal  Pearls  : 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 8350 

Scallops  : 

Davis,  A.  C.,  & Co 8333 

Independent  Fish  Co 8329 

Jackson  Fish  Co 8332 

Lewis,  John  M 8337 

Moreliead  City  Sea  Food 

Co 8328,  8330 

Finer  Bros 8335,  8338 

Eiggiu,  J.  II.,  & Co____  8331,  8330 

Star  Fish  Co 8327 

Tolson  & Smith 8334 

Shur-pleez  feed  : 

Eitter-Hennings  Co 8339 

Stilhvagon’s  medicated  stock  food  : 

Stillwagon  Food  Mfg.  Co__  8348 
Stock  food.  Bee  Feed. 

“ Sulfox  ” : 

Eman  Mfg.  Co * 8345 

Tomatoes  : 

Webster,  Winfield,  & Co_—  8347 
Vegetable  compound  pills.  Bee  Pills. 
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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  si'ctioii  4 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  .\ct.] 

8B51.  MisDrjisi'.liiis'  «>f  G.  S.  F.  .S.  * * * v.  18  Bottles  o£  G.  S.  Defmilt  de- 

eree  of  eoiideijasmtioii,  fes s*fei tsu'e,  and  desleiielion.  (F.  iVc  1>.  No. 
115G8.  I.  S.  No.  9184-r.  S.  No.  C-1G60.) 

On  or  alioiit  December  24,  1919,  the  United  Stales  attorney  for  tlie  Southern 
District  of  Alississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agiviciiltiiro. 
tiled  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel,  and  an 
amended  libel  on  Docember  31,  1919,  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  a 
certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part  “ G.  S.,”  at  Meridian,  ]Miss., 
alleging  that  the  article  bad  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  11,  1919,  by 
L.  AI.  Gross,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  into 
Ibe  State  of  Alississippi,  and  charging  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  tliat  it  consisted  of  a solution  of  potassium  iodid  and  nnidentitied 
iilant  extractives  in  water  and  alcohol. 

Alisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  certain  statements  regording 
ilie  curative  or  tlierapentic  effects  of  the  article,  appearing  on  the  cartons 
onclosing,  and  on  the  labels  on  the  bottles  containing  tlie  article,  falsely  and 
J'randiilently  represented  the  article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  pellagra, 
ilieumatism,  lumbago,  sciatica,  neuralgia,  indigestion,  biliousness,  constipation, 
malaria,  and  stomach,  liver,  and  kidney  diseases,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
it  was  not  effective. 

On  Alarch  8,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  .judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  c<mrt 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marsliab 

E.  D.  Ball,  AcUikj  l^iccretai'ii  of  Af/riaiill urc. 
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A<1  ulterntion  of  I'.  S.  * * * Ill)  Casos  «»f  Consent 

<leeree  «>f  e«n«leii3nati<»n  and  fos’feitsai'e.  Eili5>le  released, 

remainder  destroyed.  (E-  >-'c  I>.  No.  11580.  I.  S.  No.  17270— r.  S.  No. 
E-1711.) 

Oil  Seplomber  12,  1911),  the  Ihiited  States  attorney  for  llu‘  Eastern  District 
of  Yiryinia,  acting  upon  a report  liy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
liistrict  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  di.Mrict  a lihel  for  the  seizure  and 
condeinnation  of  a certain  f|uantity  of  eggs,  at  Kiclunond,  Va.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  idioiit  September  4,  1919,  by  A.  S.  Kuhn,  Chicago, 
111.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Virginia,  and 
charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  ^Yas  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  the  article  con- 
sisted in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  Oclober  22,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  so  many  of 
the  cases  of  eggs  as  were  tit  for  human  consumption  be  released  to  IV.  F.  Grav- 
ins  & Co.,  in  whose  possession  the  goods  were  found  when  seized,  and  that  the 
remainder  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  i<ccrctarg  of  Agriculture. 

Sn."*;'.  Ajlsalt^ratioii  of  oy.st«'rs.  1'.  S.  v.  J.  .T.  I'liilo rliill  Co.  Plea  of 

jiolo  conleiulei'e.  Fins*.  S20  ami  costs.  (F.  »!!:  1).  No.  1160.’!.  1.  S.  Nos. 

35:;S-p,  3540-p,  13340-r,  tC391-r.;) 

On  ]May  4,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Isiaryland,  act- 
ing upon  a report  l)y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court  of 
the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  tiie  J.  J.  Underhill 
Co..  Baltimore,  Md..  alleging  sliipment  by  the  said  defendant,  on  or  about  IMarch 
G,  1918,  IMarch  11,  1918,  January  15,  1919,  and  February  3,  1919,  in  violation  of 
tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  States  of  Penn- 
sylvania and  Iowa,  of  certain  quantities  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part 

Oysters  Famous  Signal  Brand,'’  u hich  was  adidterated. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  added  vrater. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  iji  the  informatio]i 
in  that  a substance,  to  v.'it,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  the  article 
so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injiiriously  afs'ect  its  qmility.  Further  adulteration 
was  alleged  in  that  waiter  had  lieen  substituted  in  part  for  oysters,  wliich  the 
article  purported  to  be. 

On  IMay  4,  1920,  the  defendant  pleaded  nolo  contendere  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  impo.sed  a tine  of  1|520  and  costs. 

E.  D,  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctarg  of  Agriculiurc. 

SoSt.  Atlullevrtticii  of  slicll  cjins.  F.  s.  * * * v.  .Sail j1  .si one  Cooperative 

Co.,  a Corporatioii . Plea  of  i;nilty.  Fine,  ^25.  (F.  & D.  No.  11620. 

I.  g.  No.  8482-r.) 

On  February  19,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minne- 
sota, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  Sand- 
stone Cooperative  Co.,  a coi-poration.  Sandstone,  IMinn.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  July  18, 
1919,  from  the  State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  IVisconsin,  of  a certain 
quantity  of  an  article,  to  wit,  shell  eggs,  which  was  adulterated. 

Examination  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemisti-y  of  this  department 
showed  that  in  1 case  of  360  eggs  41,  or  11.38  per  cent,  were  inedible. 


N.  J.  8351-8400]  SERVICE  AlsD  REGULATORY  ANXOUNCEMEXTS. 


229 


Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  tlie  information  in  that  it  (-onsisted 
in  whole  or  in  ])ai‘t  of  a lUthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  animal  snl^stance. 

On  February  21,  1920,  the  defendant  pleaded  guilty  to  the  information,  and 
the  court  imposed  a line  of  $25. 

E.  D.  Ba7.l,  Aeiiny  ^cvrclanj  of  AgriouU urc. 

Sho.l.  AhJilleriitioii  asitl  iMislsraiicliiiii’  of  cottonseed  meal.  T.  S.  * * v. 

SSeon  iisville  €'ott«m  Oil  and  lee  Co.  Fleii  of  ji'oiltj'.  Cisie,  Jf-'.IO  an<I 
costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  11810.  I.  S.  No.  TOSl-r.) 

Oil  April  19,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  AVestern  District  of 
’'i'c'miessee,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  lihHl  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Brovrnsville  Cotton  Oil  and  Ice  Co.,  Brownsville,  Tenn.,  alleging  shipment 
by  the  said  company,  on  or  about  January  25,  1919,  from  the  State  of  9\*nuessee 
into  the  State  of  .Iowa,  of  a quantity  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  ” llCo 
Cottonseed  Meal,”  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded  in  viidation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  ^ ^ 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  38.8  per  cent  of  protein. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  in  that  a sub- 
stance, to  wit,  cottonseed  meal  containing  less  than  41  per  cent  of  i)rotein,  )iad 
been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  “41  per  cent  cottonseed  meal,”  which 
the  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  article  was  food  in  package 
form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  thereof  was  not  plaiidy  and  consi)iciiously 
inai-ked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  May  28,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  infunnation, 
and  the  court  imposed  a tine  of  $50  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctanj  of  Agricnliurc. 

S3.50.  -\di3lter«tion  asul  inisin’aiulins'  canned  tomal -ises.  I'.  S.  * " * v. 

.S.50  Ca«e.s  of  CJold  IJoml  Bs'aiid  Haml  Paclied  Toinatoe.s.  ( oa^^enl  <le- 
cs’ee  of  eoiidejs5Jiali<m  :iml  f «>i'f eitisre.  relca.seti  on  noird. 

(P.  & D.  No.  11813.  I.  S.  No.  2G-r.  S.  No.  E-ISTT.) 

On  December  13,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  foi*  the  Distinct  of  Niew 
Jei-sey,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a liliel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Gold 
Bond  Brand  Hand  Packed  Tomatoes  Packed  by  Alomimental  Canning  Co. 
:i:  ❖ Baltiuiore,  Md.,”  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 

been  shipped  on  or  about  October  8,  1919,  by  the  Monumental  Canning  Co., 
Baltimore,  Md,,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Alaryland  into  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  chai'ging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  water  had  hern 
mixed  and  packed  with  the  article  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuiiously 
affect  its  quality  and  strength.  Further  adulteration  was  allegiHl  in  that  Avater 
had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  the  article. 

Alisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  statement  on  the  label  at- 
tached to  the  cans  containing  the  article,  to  wit,  “ Gold  Bond  Brand  Hand 
Packed  Tomatoes,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  pur- 
ehaser  into  the  belief  that  the  article  was  canned  tomatoes,  wher('as  it  was  a 
product  containing  added  water.  Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  iliat  llie 
article  was  sold  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article. 
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On  February  U3,  1920.  the  ^lomimental  Canning  Co.  Inc.,  having  consented 
to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  teas  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  tlie  conn  tliat  llie  product  be  released  to  the  claimant 
upon  tlie  payment  of  the  costs  <»f  the  pi'oceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a bond,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  I).  Fall,  Actiiia  iSccrcla ri/  of  AiiricuUurc. 

S;>57.  Atlulterjitiou  ansi  Jiiis sjiumsl s>f  I*3itai>s<‘o  Wlieat  Mitlsllins-s  ansi 
Sereeninj^s.  I . h=  =;=  v.  oOO  s»l'  Patsipseo  Wheat  Misl- 

sllin.s5\s  v.  jtli  .Sereenins.s.  t'onsent  sleeree  of  eontleiunntism  jnul  fov- 
feitnr»>.  r’i-oslnet  releasesl  on  I>onsl.  (F.  & L).  No.  11822.  S.  No. 

F-J888.) 

On  or  about  December  18,  1910,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  I'irginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in 
part,  on  tag.  “ Ibitapsco  IMieat  Middlings  and  ground  recleaned  screenings  not 
exceeding  mill  run,”  and,  stenciled  on  bag,  “ Patapsco  Brown  IMiddlings  manu- 
factured from  soft  winter  wheat  and  ground  recleaned  screenings  not  exceed- 
ing mill  run,”  at  lUchmond,  Ya.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  slii])ped  on 
or  about  December  3,  1919,  by  the  C.  A.  Gambrill  IMfg.  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  Alaryland  into  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  charg- 
ing adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  FAuxl  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  lil)el  in  that  a certain  substance, 
to  wit,  gi'ound  bran,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  it  so  as  to  reduce,  lower, 
and  injuriously  afreet  its  quality  and  strength.  Adulteration  was  further  al- 
leged in  that  a certain  substance,  to  wit.  grouml  bran,  had  been  substituted 
in  whole  or  in  part  for  the  article.  Adulteration  was  further  alleged  in  that 
a certain  substance,  to  nit,  ground  bran,  had  been  mixed  therewith  in  a manner 
Avhereby  damage  and  inferiority  were  concealed. 

Misl)randing  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  that  it  was  an  imita- 
tion of,  a]id  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of.  another  article, 
to  u'it,  Patapsco  Wheat  Aliddlings  and  ground  recleaned  screenings  not  ex- 
ceeding mill  run.”  IMisbranding  was  further  alleged  in  that  the  package  con- 
taining said  article  and  the  labels  thereon  bore  certain  statements,  regarding 
the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  Avhich  Avere  false  and  mis- 
leading, to  Avit,  *' Wheat  Aliddiings  and  ground  recleaned  screenings  not  ex- 
ceeding mill  run  ” and  Brown  Middlings  manufactured  from  soft  Avinter 
Avheat  and  ground  recleaned  screenings  not  exceeding  mill  run,”  Avhereas.  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  the  article  contained  a large  quantity  of  a certain  substance, 
to  Avit,  ground  bran. 

On  January  27,  1920,  C.  A.  Gambrill  Alfg.  Go.  Inc.,  claimant,  liaving  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  AA’as 
entered,  and  it  Avas  ordered  by  tlie  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the 
claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  tiling  of  a bond, 
in  conformity  Aiith  section  10  of  the  act,  • 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aclui'j  ^veretanj  of  Aurictilliiro. 
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83o8.  «f  Tlic  Texas  Wonder.  V.  S.  * * * v.  ‘.Hi  HoUJes  *»f 

The  Texas  W«njdei’.  l>ef:mlt  fljeei'et*  of  e«njdemuj«<  s«m,  foi'feil ni*e, 
aiitl  desl ruel ion.  ( I'\  & D.  Xo.  11824.  I.  8.  Xo.  0lS5-r.  8.  Xo.  C-1G44.) 

On  or  about  Deceiul)er  24.  1019,  tlic  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  iMississippi,  actiu;;’  upon  a repoiT  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
tiled  in  the  District  Court  of  tlie  Ignited  States  for  said  district  a liliel  for  llu' 
seizure  and  condenination  of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  lal)eied  in 
part  “ The  Texas  Wonder,”  at  iVtoi-idiau,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  oji  or  about  Xoveiuiier  3,  1919,  by  U.  W.  Hall,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
ti-ansported  from  the  State  of  ^Missouri  into  the  Stat(*  of  iMississi])pi,  .allegiug 
tiiat  the  article  was  mi.<l)raiided  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  ai  lido  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essonrially  of  oleoiv'siu  of  c(q)ail.>a,  rhubail), 
turpentine,  guaiac,  and  alcdiol. 

Misbranding  of  the  ai'ticle  was  alh'ged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
aitpearing  on  the  carton  enclo.sing,  in  the  circular  accompanying,  and  on  the 
label  on  tlie  botth*  containing  the  article,  i*egarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic 
effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fi-audulently  represented  the  article  to  be 
effective  as  a remedy  for  kidney  mid  bladder  troubles,  diabeti's.  weak  and  lame 
backs,  rheumatism  and  gravid,  regulaues  bladder  trouble  in  children,  stone  in 
the  kidneys,  intiammation  of  the  bladder  and  tuberculosis  of  the  kidneys, 
whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  was  not  (‘ffective. 

On  IMarch  8,  1929,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  foi-feiture  was  entered,  ami  it  was  ordeivd  by  tlie  court 
that  the  product  be  desti'oyeii  by  tlie  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aciijig  i^i'crctury  of  Agriciil turc. 

ItlisllM-aiJLcliiiji'  A ii<  i Isi'ssle.  T.  S.  ^ * x.  2-1-  Bottles.  More  oi*  JiC.ss, 

of  AiiiiUrole.  I>efa55lt  eleeree  of  eoiiUeioiiiitloi: , I'orfeiiHre,  aiirt 
de.strnetio^i.  ( F.  iL  1 ).  X’o.  1182(5.  T.  8.  Xo.  12087-r.  8.  Xo.  C-1G45.) 

On  December  23,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tlie  Mfestern  District 
of  Tennessee,  acting  upon  a report  l>y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Uourt  of  tlie  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  24  bottles  of  Amtibrule,  at  Memphis,  Teim.,  alleging  that 
the  article  liad  jieen  shipped  on  or  about  July  2.  1919,  by  the  Crescent  Chemical 
Co.,  Foi-t  Worth,  Tex.,  and  transported  from  the  Stale  of  Texas  into  the  State 
of  Tennessee,  and  charging  misliranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consi.sted  essentiadly  of  an  aqueous  solution  of  picric 
acid  and  a small  (luantity  of  picrates. 

i\[isbrandiug  of  the  ai'ticle  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  state- 
ments re.garding  the  curalivi'  or  1 hei'aiieutic  effects  of  the  article,  appearing  on 
the  hdoel  on  the  liottle  containing  the  article,  representin.g  it  to  lie  effective  as 
an  amdge.Mc,  aiuHlino,  antiseptic,  antipyretic,  ami  as  a rmuedy  for  croup, 
tonsilitis,  carbuncles,  gonorrhea,  leucorrhea.  varicose  veins,  ulcers,  eczema, 
ei-ysipelas.  nasal  catarrh,  and  i telling  iiiles,  were  false  aiid  fraudulent  and 
calculated  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  jiurchaser  theri'of,  sim/e  the  article  con- 
tained no  ingredimit  or  comluiiation  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
effects  claimed. 
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Oil  or  about  June  4,  1020,  iio  claimant  liaving  appeared  for  tlie  property, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  tlie  product  be  destroyed  l»y  tlie  Ibiited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  IEvll,  Acii)}(/  Sccrctarif  of  Afjnvullurc, 

S.iUO.  ^nsi»ia3idij!s  of  Texas  Woinler.  V.  S.  * ■>=  * v.  141  Bottles  of  Dioja 

I’roflaets.  Tried  l>y  the  coart.  Ilecree  of  comlemimtioa  nuil  for- 
feit are.  Prodact  ordered  released  on  hoiid.  Apiseal  taken  to  the 
Circnit  Court  of  A|)iieals  for  the  Fifth  Circuit.  Decision  hy  said 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  afiirminjA’  the  judgineut  of  the  louver  cmirt. 
(F.  & 1>.  No.  9.377.  1.  S.  No.  G2G.j-r.  b.  No.  C-983.1 

On  October  4,  1948,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrieiiliure,  filed  in  tlie  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion of  144  bottles,  represented  as  drug  products,  at  Houston,  Tex.,  alleging 
tliat  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  E.  Hail,  St.  Louis,  Aio.,  on  invoice 
dated  September  21,  1918,  and  transported  from  tlie  State  of  Jlissouri  into 
the  State  of  Texas,  and  cliarging  misbranding  in  violation  of  tlie  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  on  the  carton,  ‘bV  Texas 
AYomler,  Hall's  Great  Discovery,  Ooiitaiiis  43%  alcohol  before  diluted.  5% 
after  diluted.  The  Texas  Wonder!  Hall's  Great  Discovery,  for  Kidney  and 
Bladder  Troubles,  r)lahetes,  AA'cah  and  Lame  Backs.  Ilhenmatism,  Gravel, 
Begiilates  Bladder  Trouble  in  Children.  One  siiiall  bottle  is  2 months'  treat- 
ment. Brice  $1.25  per  bottle.  E.  AV.  Hall,  Sole  Manufacturer,  St.  Louis,  Alo.'’ 
The  circular  accompanying  the  article  contained  the  following : " Louis  A. 
Bortner  * * testified  he  began  using  the  Texas  AVonder  for  stone  in  the 

kidneys  " and  tuberculosis  of  tiie  kidneys  as  diagnosed  l>y  his  phy- 
sicians He  was  still  using  the  medicine  with  wonderful  results,  and 

his  weight  had  increased.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  tlie  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a solntioii  of  plant  extractives 
iiicindiiig  copaiba,  riinharb,  turpentine,  gnaiac,  and  colcliiciii  in  alcoliol  and 
water. 

It  was  alleged  in  tiie  libel  tliat  said  hdtel  on  the  carton  and  in  tlie  circnhir 
contained  in  each  of  the  cartons,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect 
of  said  drug  products  or  medicine,  v,'as  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  said  drug 
or  medicine  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of 
producing  the  curative  or  therapeutic  eftects  claimed  for  it  as  set  forth  by  the 
printed  matter  on  the  said  carton,  and  thereby  the  said  products  were  mis- 
branded in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  and  its  amendments. 

On  July  10,  1919,  the  case  having  been  tried  by  the  court  without  jury, 
the  issues  were  found  in  favor  of  the  Go^'ernment.  as  will  more  fully  appear 
from  the  following  opinion  by  the  court  (Hutcheson,  I).  J.)  : 

This  is  a liiiel  brought  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  con- 
demnation of  141  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  drug  products  under  the  Act  of 
Congress  approved  June  30,  1906,  as  amended  )>y  the  act  of  August  23,  1912, 
chapter  352,  and  the  act  of  March  3,  1913,  chapter  107. 

The  said  141  bottles  contained  the  preparation  known  and  described  as  “ A 
Texas  AVonder.” 

The  libel  charged  that  on  tiie  carton  inclosing,  tiie  drug  products  or  medicine.''! 
ill  said  bottles  was  printed  the  following  label : ‘‘A  Texas  AATmder,  Hall's  Great 
Discovery,  Contains  43%  alcohol  before  diluted.  5%  after  diluted.  The  Texas 
AAMnder ! Hall’s  Great  Discovery,  for  Kidney  and  Bladder  Troubles,  Diabetes. 
AAUnk  and  Lame  Back.«,  Blieumatism,  Gravel,  Begulntes  Bladder  Trouble  in 
Cbiidi-en.  One  small  bottle  is  2 months'  treatment.  Brice  $1.25  per  bottle. 
E.  AA'.  Ihill,  Sole  Alannfacturerj  St.  Louis,  AIo.” 
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TliRt  said  label  on  said  carton  is  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  Ibe  dru.a'  or 
medicine  contains  no  iniiredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  pi'o- 
ducing-  tlie  curative  or  therapeutic  effects  claimed  for  it,  and  that  the  said 
products  are  thereby  inisbraiided  in  violation  of  law. 

To  this  libel  an  answer  and  petition  in  intervention  was  filed  by  E.  Y'.  Hall, 
the  person  charged  in  the  li])el  to  be  the  proprietor  and  distributor  of  ibis 
medicine,  claiming  therein  to  be  the  owner  of  said  property,  and  among  olhei- 
things  pleading  res  ad  judicata  by  reason  of  a verdict  and  judgment  of  “not 
guilty  ” in  a suit  entered  and  tried  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Eastern  District  of  Missouri,  March  term,  1915,  of  said  court,  in  which  the 
Ihiited  States  Government  was  plaintitf  and  the  said  E.  IV.  Hall  vcas  defendant. 
The  answer  further  denied  the  allegations  in  the  libel  and  specifically  de- 
clared that  the  medicine  vcas  not  misbranded,  for  that  it  would  in  fact  produce 
the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  when  administered  as  directed,  as  claimed 
for  it  by  tlie  defendant.  He  prays  that  the  articles  be  released  to  him,  and 
further  that  the  United  States  district  attorney  be  enjoined  from  fui  Iher  levy- 
ing upon  or  seizing  any  of  the  defendant’s  goods. 

The  plea  of  former  judgment  is  denied,  as  “ an  essential  element  of  the  offense 
under  this  act  is  the  state  of  mind  of  defendant,  a i’actor  necessarily  Subject 
to  constant  change.  To  contend  that  a prosecution  or  proceeding  which  turned 
not  as  most  offenses  do  on  tlie  commission  of  the  overt  act,  but  on  the  state 
of  mind  of  the  defendant,  would  constitute  a bar  to  a pi’oceeding  based  upon 
the  defendant's  state  of  mind  at  a later  date,  is  essentially  unsound.” 

On  the  trial  of  the  cause  the  Government  produced  an  analysis  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  medicine,  showing  its  ingredients  as  found  by  the  analyst.  The  de- 
fendant denied  the  correctness  of  the  analysis,  claiming  that  in  addition  to 
the  ingredients  ascertained  by  the  chemist  to  be  in  the  medicine,  there  was  a 
further  ingredient  of  sweet  spirits  of  niter,  and  that  in  lieu  of  tlie  spirits  of 
turpentine,  as  declared  by  the  chemist,  the  medicine  in  truth  and  in  fact  con- 
tained oil  of  juniper. 

The  Government  made  proof  by  physicians  of  standing  in  the  coimnunily, 
both  upon  the  nature  and  the  character  of  the  diseases  claimed  to  be  cured, 
and  upon  the  medicinal  properties  and  effects  if  any  of  the  medicine  itself 
upon  such  diseases. 

The  proof  establishes  very  clearly  to  the  mind  of  the  court  that  there  is 
no  medicinal  treatment  vrhicli  will  aid  or  relieve  cases  of  diabetes,  and  that  no 
medicine  has  jiroperties  which  will  afford  relief  by  dissolving  gravel.  On  these 
two  diseases,  for  which  the  carton  claims  curative  properties  in  the  medicine, 
there  can  be  no  shadow  of  doulit  that  the  entire  claim  is  false.  The  Govern- 
ment also  proved  beyond  question  that  no  single  medicine  or  combination  of 
medicine  could  be  helpful  for  all  of  the  various  forms  of  diseases  named  oji 
the  carton,  and  that  in  that  respect  the  claims  of  it  are  fa.lse. 

The  evidence  further  established  that  the  general  claim  that  the  medicine 
had  curative  ])roperties  for  kidney  and  bladder  troubles,  without  limiting  the 
claim  to  particular  kinds  of  such  troubles,  made  the  claim  embrace  in  it  cer- 
tain charactei-s  of  kidney  alilictions,  whicli,  under  the  admission  of  the  de- 
fendant himself,  the  medicine  did  not  Imve,  and  could  not  have  any  curative 
effects  upon. 

The  evidence  further  estaldished  that  while  in  some  instances  a weak  or 
lame  back  might  jmssilfiy  have  its  origin  or  explanation  in  some  derangement 
of  the  kidney  or  Idadder,  or  more  properly  some  disturl)ance  there,  that  tlu‘ 
vast  majority  of  weak  and  lame  backs  are  ascribalde  to  constipation,  to 
lumbago,  and  to  various  muscular  conditions  having  no  relation  whatever  to 
kidney  or  bladder  troubles,  making  it  <'lear  that  the  claim  of  the  medicine  in 
the  general  terms  as  stated  must  necessaidly  be  held  to  be  false,  since  in  the 
very  nature  of  things  it  was  not  even  claimed  by  its  manufacturer  and  dis- 
tributor that  the  medicine  had  imopeibies  to  ease  muscular  affections.  So 
that  it  is  (Tear  that  the  carton,  as  to  its  curative  pimperties  as  to  weak  and 
lame  l)acks,  also  is  misbi'anded. 

As  to  rlieu!)iatism,  much  evidence  was  offered  upon  the  nature  and  cause  of 
rheumatism,  and  while  it  seems  clear  that  at  one  time  rheumatism  was  asso- 
ciated with  kidney  troubles,  it  has  now  come  to  be  i-ecognized  as  a specific  in- 
fection, in  no  manner  related  to  the  kidney  and  bladder,  and  it  seems  also 
clear  as  to  i-heumatism,  tlmt  the  language  used  in  the  carton  constitutes  a case 
of  misbi-andijig. 

-\s  to  the  final  claim  on  the  carton,  that  it  regulates  bladder  trouble  in  chil- 
dren, the  explanation  made  by  the  defendant  of  the  scope  of  that  claim,  that  it 
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refers  to  bed  wetting',  indicates  plainly  tliat  bis  use  of  the  term  is  too  broad, 
because  it  does  not  exclnde  other  troubles  tlian  the  one  be  claims  to  cure,  and 
would  be  plainly  calculated,  therefore,  to  mislead. 

I am  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  every  claim  made  for  the  medicine  oii 
the  carton,  in  the  form  adopted  there,  is  false,  and  that  a clear  and  undeniable 
case  of  misbranding  has  been  made  out.  But  it  is  not  sufficient  in  a case  of 
this  kind  to  establish  merely  the  falsity  of  the  claim;  it  must  also  appear  that 
this  false  claim  was  made  fraudulently — that  is,  either  the  defendant  knew  it 
Avas  false  or  without  knowledge  of  its  truth  or  falsity  made  the  claim  reck- 
lessly and  Avithout  a firm  and  honest  belief  in  its  truth.  This  feature  of  the 
case  has  given  me  far  more  concern  than  the  question  of  the  misbranding  itself. 

It  is  clearly  settled  that  a mere  difference  of  medical  opinion  Avill  not  sus- 
tain a condemnation.  Magnetic  Healing  Company  i\  McAnnulty,  1ST  U,  S.,  94.; 
U,  8.  r.  -Tohnson,  221  U.  8.,  409.  It  is  equally  Avell  settled,  hoAvever,  8even 
Cases  r.  U.  8.,  239  U,  8.,  517,  “ that  false  and  fraudulent  representations  may 
be  made  Avith  respect  to  the  curative  effect  of  substance  is  obvious.  It  is  said 
that  the  owner  has  the  right  to  give  liis  vieAVS  regarding  the  effect  of  his  drugs, 
hut  state  of  luiad  is  itself  a fact,  a}id  may  be  a material  fact,  and  false  and 
fraudulent  representations  may  be  made  about  it ; and  persons  aaIio  make  or  deal 
ill  substances,  or  compositions,  alleged  to  l)e  curative,  are  in  a position  to  liave 
superior  knowledge  and  may  be  held  to  good  faith  in  their  statements.”  Or, 
as  was  stated  by  iMr.  Justice  IMcKenna,  in  U.  8.  aeiainst  Ncav  South  Farm,  241 
U.  8.,  71:  “An  ai’ticle  alone  is  not  necessarily  the  inducement  and  compensation 
for  its  purchase.  It  IkS  in  tlie  use  to  AAiiich  it  may  lie  put,  tlie  purpose  it  may 
serve;  and  there  is  deception  and  fraud  Avhen  the  article  is  not  of  the  character 
or  kind  represented,  and  hence  does  not  serve  the  purpose.”  The  clefendant 
admits  that  he  is  not  himself  a physician,  though  many  of  his  circulars  and  ad- 
vertisements declare  him  to  be  “ Dr.  E,  IV.  Hall,”'  nor  does  he  claim  for  himself 
any  special  medical  skill  or  knoAvledge.  He  relies  most  largely  upon  the  fact 
of  the  sales  to  thousands  of  purchasers,  and  the  numerous  and  glowing  testi- 
monials about  cures,  Avhich  he  no  doubt  received,  as  an  evidence  that  lie  could 
not  be  guilty  of  fraud  in  the  matter.  But  the  slightest  reflection  upon  the  Avell- 
known  fact  that  persons  given  to  selfuriedication  are  credulous  and  partisan, 
and  prone  to  denj^  nature  credit  for  their  recovery,  and  that  on  this  Avell- 
knoAvn  trait  of  human  nature  these  compounders  of  specifics  and  nostrums 
build  tlieir  Imsiness,  deprives  this  claim  of  any  Aveighty  significance ; because 
it  Avill  not  do  for  a person  aaIio  has  been  able  to  prey  upon  the  credulity  of  a 
community  to  escape  the  consequences  of  his  acts  by  the  very  success  of  his 
scheme.  I think  tlie  matter  lias  been  excellently  put  liy  Judge  Dickinson,  in 
U.  8.  (ifiainst  American  Laboratories,  222  Fed.,  107 : “ The  fact  that  there  Avas  a 
AA'idely  spread  disposition  among  people  to  give  credence  to  the  statement  be- 
cause of  a superstitious  belief  in  its  efficacy,  or  indeed  such  a I’eputation  for 
Ihe  remedy  itself  as  to  make  people  pre.judiced  in  its  faA'or,  Avould  not  diminish, 
Init  Avould  increase,  the  guilt  of  him  aa'Iic  sought  to  make  money  by  false  state- 
ments and  fraudulent  dcA’ices.  It  is  diflicult,  and  indeed  practically  impossible, 
to  druAv  a line  in  the  abstract  other  than  a broad  line  betAveen  these  tAVo 
things.  There  Avould  seem  to  be  no  other  Avay  of  dealing  AA'ith  the  subject  than 
to  submit  to  the  common-sense  judgment  of  a jury  to  find  Avhether  in  a given 
case  the  acts  of  a defendant  have  been  honest,  hoAvever  mistaken,  or  Avliether 
they  laive  been  false  and  fraudulent.”  Under  this  vieAv  of  the  matter,  this 
court,  sitting  as  a jury,  can  reach  no  reasonable  conclusion  other  than  that  the 
defendant,  Avhatever  may  have  been  the  honesty  or  innocency  of  his  attitude 
Avlien  tlie  medicine  Avas  first  put  out,  noAV  knoAVS,  and  knoAving  commits  a frtiud 
in  his  advertis*'ments,  that  the  medicine  is  not  etfic-acious  as  a remedy  in  the 
form  and  manner  under  AAdiich  it  is  advertised.  It  Avould  be  sufficient,  in  my 
judgment,  to  sustain  the  libel,  for  me  to  liold  that  the  defendant  did  not  knoAV 
iliat  his  statements  Avere  fal.-'e,  but  merely  made  them  recklessly  and  Avithout 
due  regard  for  that  fact.  But  I think  the  evidence  establishes  more,  and 
leaves  no  doubt  that  the  defendant  is  seeking  by  a broad  and  comprehen.'-dve 
claim  for  his  medicine,  to  increase  its  sales,  AA’ith  an  absolute  knoAA’Iedge  on 
his  part  of  the  falsity  of  liis  advertisements,  certainly  as  to  a part  of  the  mat- 
ters claimed  for  it. 

It  is  due  the  defendant,  hOAvever,  to  say  that  the  evidence  estalflishes  Avith- 
out serious  dispute  that  the  preparation  contains  in  it  no  harmful  or  delete- 
rious drug,  nor  is  it,  as  compounded,  deleterious  AAdien  used  in  the  manner  pre- 
.^cribed.  8o  that,  AA’hile  it  is  clear  to  iny  mind  that  the  defendant  has  violated 
the  statute  by  fraudulently  misbranding  his  product,  it  is  eAfually  clear  that  he 
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does  not  stand  before  tlie  court  as  a person  wlio'  practices  fraud  upon  tlie 
jnibHc  for  tlie  purpose  <>f  vendinj^  a barniful  and  deleterious  siibstance.  Tlie 
danger  and  injury  to  tlie  jndilic  from  tins  cliaracter  of  advertisement  is,  bow- 
yver,  considerable,  in  that  it  induces  persons  to  rely  in  serious  cases,  upon  a 
preparation  without  healing  virtue,  when  |butl  for  this  reliance,  they  Avould 
no  doubt  secure  proper  advice  and  treatment  for  the  ills  which  affect  them. 

Entertaining  these  views,  it  follows  that  the  prayer  of  the  libel  for  con- 
demnation must  be  sustained,  and  a decree  of  forfeitui-e  with  costs  entered, 
which  decree  of  forfeituro  may  be,  however,  avoided  by  the  claimant's  paying- 
all  costs  of  this  ])roceeding  and  making  bond  in  the  sum  of  .$250  conditioned 
as  by  law,  provided  that  the  goods  will  not  lie  used  or  handled  in  violation  of 
law;  or  the  intervenor  and  claimant  may  in  lieu  of  liond  deposit  with  the 
clerk  of  tills  court  in  cash  tlie  sum  of  .$250,  widen  said  money  shall  be  depos- 
ited on  the  same  conditions  a.s  the  conditions  contained  in  the  bond  herein- 
liefore  mentioned,  and  shall  Ix'  b.eld  by  the  clerk  to  abide  any  further  orders 
<»f  this  court  to  ne  made  lierein.  A decree  will  therefore  be  entered  in  accord- 
ance herewitli  giving  the  intei-venor  and  claimant,  E.  W.  Hall,  thirty  (80)  days 
after  the  final  judgment  in  Uds  case,  witliin  which  to  make  his  bond  if  he  so 
desii'es,  oi-  de])osit  the  cash  as  hereinbefore  pi-ovided  in  lieu  of  bond,  and  it  is 
directed  that  should  the  claimant  and  intervenor  E.  W.  Hall  not  make  a bond 
or  deposit  the  cash,  as  herein  provided,  within  tlie  thirty  (80)  days  allowed, 
that  the  141  bottles  of  di-ug  compound  known  as  "Texas  Wonder,  Hall's  Great 
Discovery"  be  destroyed.  The  (-osts  of  this  proceeding  are  taxed  against  the 
claimant.  E.  IV.  Hail,  and  the  Southern  Drug  Company. 

Thereupon  on  .July  21,  IPIO,  a fornuil  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture 
was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  might  lie  released 
to  said  E.  W.  Hall,  claimant,  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  a bond  in  tlie  sum  of  .$250.  in  conformity  with  section  10  of 
the  act. 

Thereupon  the  said  claimant,  by  his  attorney,  in  open  court,  duly  excepted 
to  said  judgment  of  the  court  condemning  and  forfeiting  the  drug  products  and 
gave  notice  of  an  application  for  a writ  of  error  for  the  Circuit  Court  of  the 
Fifth  ('ircuit.  Thereafter  tb.e  appeal  of  claimant  having  been  perfected  and 
the  matter  having  come  on  for  tinal  disposition  before  the  Circuit  Court  of  Ap- 
peals, on  .July  16,  1920,  tlie  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  decreed 
l)y  the  lower  court  was  afiirmed,  as  will  more  fully  appear  from  the  following 
decision  liy  the  said  Circuit  Court  of  Ajipeals,  befoi-e  IValker,  Circuit  Judge, 
and  Foster  and  Call,  .Diotriri  Judges,  Walker,  Circuit  Judge,  delivering  the 
opinion  of  the  court : 

This  was  a lil’el  by  the  Ignited  States  praying  that  one  hundred  and  forty- 
one  b.otrles.  more  or  less,  of  des(*ribed  drug  products  or  medicine  be  seized  for 
(condemnation,  and  be  condemned,  and  sold  or  destroyed.  The  libel  contained 
allegatioiis  to  the  following  effect : Each  Iiottle  mentioned  was  encased  by  a 
carton  with  the  following  ininting  or  label  thereon,  to  wit: 

A Texas  Wonder,  Hall's  Great  Discovery,  Uontains  48%  alcohol  Jiefore  di- 
luted. 5%  after  diluted.  The  Texas  Wonder!  Hall's  Great  Discovery,  for 
Kidney  mid  Gladder  Troubles,  Diadietes,  Weak  and  Inline  Backs,  Itheuinatism, 
Gravel,  Begulates  Bladder  Trouble  in  (diildnm.  One  small  bottle  is  2 months’ 
treatment.  Price  $1.25  per  !)oUle.  E.  ITali,  Hole  Manufacturer,  St.  Imuis, 
5Io.'’ 

There  vras  enclosed  in  each  of  the  cartons  a circular  containing  the  fol- 
lowing: " Jw/uis  A.  Portlier  testified  he  began  using  the  Texas  Won- 
der for  stone  in  the  kidneys  ="  ="  " and  tubei’culosis  of  the  kidneys  as 

diagnosed  by  his  ]ihysicians  =■•  =■=  He  was  still  using  the  medicine  with 

wonderful  I'esults.  and  liis  weight  had  increased.” 

That  said  label  and  tlie  said  carton,  and  the  circular  contained  in  each  of 
said  cartons,  regarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  of  the  said  drug  or 
medicine  . are  false  and  fi-audulent,  in  that  the  said  drug  or  medicine  contains 
no  ingi-edient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  tlie  curative 
or  thei-apeuti(‘  effects  clainual  for  it  as  set  fimth  by  the  printed  matter  on  said 
carton,  and  rhereby  tlie  said  products  are  ml.sbranded  in  violation  of  paragraph 
3 of  section  8 of  the  Food  and  Dimgs  Act  of  .June  30,  1900,  and  the  amend- 
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meiits  tliereoE  Said  bottles  tvere  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  in  a Avay  de- 
scribed, and,  as  a result  of  such  shipment,  were,  at  the  time  of  the  tilinit  of  tlie 
libel,  in  the  possession  of  a named  party  in  the  district  in  which  the  proceed- 
ing- was  instituted.  The  plaintiff  in  error  intervened,  claimed  the  bottles  pro- 
ceeded against,  and  by  answer  put  in  issue  material  averments  of  the  libel, 
rursuant  to  a stipulation  of  the  parties  waiving  a trial  by  jury,  the  case  was 
tried  by  the  court  without  the  intervention  of  a jury.  The  court  made  lindings 
of  fact  to  the  effect  that  the  articles  libeled  were  transported  in  interstate 
commerce  in  cartons  labeled  as  alleged,  that  every  claim  made  for  the  medicine 
on  the  carton,  was  false,  and  that  the  medicine  as  compounded  has  not  and 
could  not  have  the  curative  properties  claimed  for  it ; that  the  defendant- 
intervener  made  the  claims  shown  on  the  carton  recklessly  and  without  a sin- 
cere belief  in  their  truth,  and  that  he  had  actual  knowledge  that  the  claims 
as  mmle  were  false;  and  that,  in  so  far  as  the  (luestion  of  false  and  fraudulent 
mis1>randing  is  a question  of  fact,  the  medicine  as  distributed  was  mi.sbranded 
falsely  and  fraudulently.  Based  upon  such  findings  of  fact  the  court  con- 
cluded, as  a matter  of  law,  that  the  l)ottles  of  medicine  libeled  were  falsely 
ajid  fraudulently  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute,  and  because 
thereof  Avere  subject  to  forfeiture  and  condemnation.  There  was  a judgment 
in  pursuance  of  s\ich  findings  of  fact  and  conclusion  of  law.  The  case  is  here 
on  exceptions  to  the  lastmientioned  action  of  the  court,  and  to  rulings  on  objec- 
tions to  evidence  in  the  course  of  trial. 

Counsel  for  plaintiff  in  ei'ror  in  argument  made  objection  to  the  considera- 
tion l>y  this  court  of  the  part  of  the  opinion  rendered  in  the  case  by  the  dis- 
trict judge,  which  Avas  quoted  in  tlie  brief  filed  by  the  counsel  for  the  defendant 
in  eri-or.  This  objection  is  l»ased.  not  on  a claim  that  there  Avas  any  inacviiracy 
in  the  quotation,  but  on  the  ground  that  the  0]»inion  of  the  trial  judge  is  not 
])roperly  a part  of  the  record  to  be  considered  by  this  court.  If  a provision 
<»f  a rule  of  this  court  (Ilule  XIV)  had  been  complied  Avith,  a copy  of  that 
opinion  Avould  have  been  a paid  of  tlie  recf»rd  before  us.  The  objection  on  the 
gi'ound  stated  is  Avithout  merit.  Certainly  it  is  not  an  obstacle  to  a proper 
consideration  of  a case  by  an  appellate  court,  for  it  to  be  authentically  in- 
formed by  an  opinion  of  the  trial  judge  of  the  manner  in  Avhich  the  evidence 
adduced  Avas  considered  by  him  and  of  the  reasons  relied  on  to  support  the 
conclusions  he  reached. 

Langua.ge  useil  in  the  label  is  to  l)e  given  the  meaning  ordinarily  conveyed 
by  it  to  those  to  Avhom  it  Avas  addressed.  AYhen  so  read  and  construed  it 
aiiiounted  to  an  assertion  that  the  article  referred  to,  if  used  as  directed,  might 
be  expected  to  have  a curatiA^e  or  alleviating  effect  on  the  classes  of  ailments 
mentioned.  There  Avas  no  indication  of  an  intention  to  except  any  ailment 
embraced  in  those  classes.  Evidence  adduced  showed  Avhat  AA’ere  the  ingredients 
of  the  article  called  “A  Texas  AVonder,”  and  that  those  ingredients  could  not. 
singly  or  in  combination,  have  any  remedial  or  beneficial  effect  on  any  ailment 
of  the  kinds  mentioned  in  the  label.  The  plaintiff  in  error,  the  claimant  beloAV, 
the  manufacturer  and  distributor  of  the  article,  Avas  a Avitness  in  his  oaa'ii  be- 
half. Admissions  made  l\y  him  shOAA-ed  that  he  Avas  fully  aAvare  that  his 
liroduct  did  not,  and  could  not,  have  any  remedial  effect  on  certain  Avell-known 
kinds  of  kidney  trouble.  Evidence  disclosed  that  it  Avas  bought  and  used  as  a 
remedy  for  ailments  as  to  Avhich  admittedly  it  Avas  Avholly  ineffective.  It  can 
not  Avith  any  plausibility  be  contended  that  there  Avas  an  absence  of  evidence 
to  support  a finding  that  the  plaintiff  in  error  put  the  articles  in  question  into 
the  cliannels  of  interstate  trade,  labeled  as  a cure  or  remedy  for  stated  classes 
of  ailments,  Avhen  he  knew  that  it  Avas  ineffective  as  to  an  ailment  or  ailments 
embraced  in  those  classes,  and  that  this  Avas  done  Avith  actual  intent  to  deceive 
buyers  and  users  of  the  article.  Such  a finding  Avas  enough  to  support  the 
further  conclusion  that  the  alleged  label  contained  a statement  as  to  the  cura- 
tive or  therapeutic  effect  of  the  article  referred  to  Avhich  Avas  false  and  frautlu- 
lent  AvHhin  the  meaning  of  the  statute.  (37  St.  L.,  416;  Seven  Cases  r.  United 
States,  239  U.  S.,  510.) 

It  is  urged  in  argument  that  there  should  be  a reversal  V>ecause  of  the  over- 
ruling of  objections  to  the  folloAA'ing  questions' propounded  by  the  court  to  a 
physician  Avho  Avas  a Avitness  for  the  claimant : 

“ I Avill  ask  you  Avhether  or  not  sucli  a combination  as  has  been  read  to  you 
as  contained  in  this  bottle  is  recognized  by  the  medical  jArofession  generally,  or 
any  portion  of  it,  as  a specific’  for  either  kidney  or  bladder  troubles,  diabetes, 
Aveak  and  lame  back,  rheumatism  or  gravel? 
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“ I will  ask  you  whether  any  physician  tliat  you  know  of  would  advise,  aaid 
I am  not  speaking  with  reference  to  any  particular  person,  hut  wliether  the 
medical  opinion  crystallized  l)y  discussion  and  excliange  of  views,  would  recimi- 
meiul  for  treatment  to  a person  afflicted  with  kidney  trouble,  as  a great  dis- 
covery oi'  solvent  of  that  trouble,  this  thing? 

“ IVouid  it  l)e  considered  good  or  bad  practice  for  a physician  to  give  it  to  a 
man  frojii  the  standpoint  of  protecting  a man's  health?” 

The  asking  of  the  tirst-quoted  question  was  justinable  by  the  circumstance 
that  the  witness,  at  a preceding  stage  of  his  examination,  had  made  a statement 
to  the  effect  that  the  combination  of  ingredients  wiiich  evidence  had  show’ed 
constituted  the  article  in  question  would  have  a definite  and  specific  effect  on 
tiie  various  org;ins  of  the  body.  Certainly  it  was  not  improper  for  the  court  to 
seek  to  ascertain  from  the  witness  wdiat  he  meant  l)y  that  statement.  The 
negative  answer  given  by  the  vritness  to  the  question  made  it  plain  that  he  was 
not  to  be  understood  as  asserting  vhat  the  combination  in  question  w’as  regarded 
as  a specific  for  the  class  of  ailments  for  which  the  label  suggested  its  use ; in 
other  words,  that  it  wms  specially  adapted  to  have  a beneticial  effect  with  ref- 
erence to  such  ailments. 

The  action  of  the  court  in  overruling  objections  to  the  other  questions  above 
set  out  was  treated  in  argument  in  behalf  of  the  plaintiff  in  error  as  showdng 
or  indicating  that  the  case  wms  tried  on  the  ei-roneous  theory  that  condemmi- 
tion  of  the  articles  proceeded  against  could  be  based  on  opinions  of  physicians 
that  those  articles  did  not  possess  the  remedial  qualities  claimed  for  them. 
That  the  court  in  asking  the  questions  and  in  overruling  objections  to  them  was 
not  intluenced  by  any  such  erroneous  tlieory  is  made  plain  by  the  opinion 
rendered.  That  o]>inion  discloses  that  it  was  recognized  that  the  condemnation 
sought  could  not  be  adjudged  unless  the  evidence  adduced  ])]-oved,  (1)  that 
the  lahel's  statement  in  regard  to  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  was  false, 
and  (2)  tliat  such  statement -was  fraudulently  made.  Falsity  in  the  label's 
statement  of  remedial  effect  being  one  of  the  elements  required  to  be  proved, 
it  wars  not  improper  to  admit  expert  evidence  on  that  issue.  On  such  an  issiu' 
the  opinions  of  persons  whose  occupation,  training,  and  experience  are  such 
as  to  make  them  acquainted  with  the  qualities  of  the  ingredients  of  the  article 
in  question  is  admissible.  And  it  is  permissible  to  prove  that  these  compris- 
ing  sucli  a class  generally  regard  the  ingredients  of  an  article  in  question  as 
ineffective,  singly  or  in  comlanation,  in  tiie  treatment  of  ailments  mentioned, 
and  wmuld  iji  practice  refrain  from  using  it  in  such  treatment  l)ecause  of  tin' 
recoginzed  futility  of  doiiig  so.  it  may  be  assumed  that  if  the  issues  of  fact 
had  been  tried  by  a jury  the  objections  to  one  or  more  of  the  (piestions  aslo'd 
might  prop>erly  have  l>een  sustained  as  a,  mea.ns  of  kee]"»ing  the  jury  fi-oi!i  !)c- 
ing  confused  or  misled  int<^  basing  their  verdict  on  legali.y  insutlicient  evidence. 
But  vdien  the  issues  were  tried  by  the  court  witiunit  a jury,  ;uid  tliere  was 

evidence  tending  to  prove  a.H  tluit  was  required  to  be  proved  to  support  the 

judgment  rendered,  and  findings  were  made  in  pursuance  of  such  evidence,  and 
it  is  disclo.sed  that  the  court  correctly  appirehended  what  wars  required  to  bo 
found  to  support  its  judgment,  that  judgment  is  not  to  be  disturbed  in  the 
absence  of  the  record  clearly  showdng  erroneous  action  prejudicially  affectiirg 
vhe  substantial  rights  of  tlie  party  seeking  a reversal. 

The  conclusion  is  that  the  record  does  not  sliow'  any  reversible  error.  The 
judgment  is  affirmed. 

F.  D.  Ball,  Actlno  ^ccrctanj  of  Af/riniUurr. 

S.'Ui!.  AsSuHei  a (ioii  anU  la  6.s5>rjisi«linu'  of  fi.  I',  y.  * * « v.  ."s  Doy.fii 

iiotelos  Biij;’  G.  licfault  Uecs-eo  cif  t*oi»  ilesa  , forl'e  if  a re, 

destraetioji.  ( F.  & 1).  Xo.  10212.  I.  S.  Xo.  13.3.54-r.  S.  Xo.  E-1361.) 

On  Alay  b,  iOlO,  the  United  States  attorne.v  for  the  Western  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a reporr  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  Ihiited  States  ft)r  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  b dozen  l»ottles  of  :i  prodtict,  labeled  in  ])art  “ Big  (1  A Non-]ioisonons 
Tonic,  Antiseptic,  Pj-epared  by  The  Evans  Chemical  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio." 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbi'oken  packages  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  alleg- 
ing that  the  article  had  been  shii)ped  on  November  IG,  1918,  from  the  State  of 
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Ohio  into  the  State  of  New  York,  amt  eliai:giiig-  adulteration  and  ini.sbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sain]de  of  the  artiele  hy  the  Bureau  of  Cheinisti'y  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  eonsisted  e.^sentially  of  an  aqueous  solution  of  borax 
and  berberine.  No  liydrastine  was  present. 

Adulteration  of  the  artiele  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  on  the  carton  “A  compound  of  Borated  Goldenseal.”  Avhereas  it  con- 
tained no  borated  goldemseal,  and  its  strength  and  purity  fell  below  the  pro- 
fessed standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold, 

Alisbranding  was  alleged  for  ilie  reason  that  the  statement,  “A  compound  of 
Borated  Goldenseal,”  was  false  and  misleading  since  the  product  contained  no 
goldenseal.  Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  following  statements,  (carton)  “Big  G A compound  of  Borated  Golden- 
seal a remedy  for  Catarrh,  Hay  Fever,  and  Inflammations,  Irritations  or 
Ulcerations  of  mucous  memVu’anes  or  Linings  of  the  Nose,  Throat,  Stomach  and 
I.TInary  Organs”  (same  statements  in  French,  Spanish,  and  German),  (bottle 
label)  “Big  G a Non-poisonous  Tonic  * '•(  A Treatment  for  Unnatural 

Discharges  of  the  urinary  organs,  Catarrh,  Hay  Fever  and  Inflamed,  Ulcerated, 
Itching  conditions  of  the  skin  and  mucous  membrane  or  linings  of  the  IMouth, 
Nose,  Throat,  Eye  and  Ear,”  (booklet)  “ Catarili  - Chronic,  of  the 

Head  Hay  Fevei-,  Inflammation  of  the  Eye  " " Cystitis,  Gas- 
tritis, Catanli  of  tlie  Stomach  * * Hemorrhoids,  Piles,  Throat 

Troubles  " Gonorrluea,  Clleet,  Chronic  Gonorrlicea,  Stricture  " 

Folliculitis  * * Gonondiceal  Prostatitis,  Spermatorrhcea  =■=  =•=  =•= 

Bubo  =•=  Gonorrhceal  Cystitis  =■=  =•■  * As  a preventiA'o  * =•'  * 

Imucorrlaea  * * '•=  lYliites  Catarrh  of  the  Vagina,  Gonorrlicea  in 

Women"  (eipiivalent  statements  in  Spanish,  Frencli,  and  German),  and  other 
stadements  with  reference  to  venerea.l  diseases,  were  false  and  fiaudulent  for 
the  reason  that  the  product  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredi- 
ents capable*  of  producing  tlie  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed  for  it  in 
the  st.itements  al)Ove. 

• On  September  2G,  1910,  no  claimant  having  appeared  foi-  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condeJiination  and  forfeiture  wa.s  entered,  and  it  wa.s  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  de.stroyed  by  the  XTiited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Actiufi  Xccrctarii  of  A{/ricult lire. 

All  tilieriiliu!!  st  ud  of  Sal  . I . S.  * * * v.  12  Dozen 

IJollieM  Saliiln'i  ai.  Defanit  deeree  of  eottaleiuiastl  loss,  forfeiture, 
asad  desf I’xiCT Jo5i.  ( F.  & T>.  No.  lOotO.  T.  S.  No.  1.8284— r.  S.  No.  E— 1422.) 

On  yiay  20.  1019,  the  United  Sta.tes  attorney  for  tin'  VCestern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agi-iculture.  tiled  in  tlie  District 
Court  of  f he  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  12  dozen  bottles  of  a product,  labeled  In  part  “ Salnbrin 
contains  liter  net  etliyl  acetate  22.009c  etliyl  alcolml  -bS.OON  etliyl  aldehyde 
O.OoUc  " " American  Branch:  The , Salnbrin  Laboratory  Grand  Grossing. 

Chicago,  111.,”  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  James- 
town, 2\.  Y.,  alleging  tlnit  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  A])rii  b,  1919,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  ihe  f^tate  of  New  Yoi-k,  ami  charging 
adulteration  and  mishraudiiig  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Di'ugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  hy  tlie  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  contained  41. S per  cent  by  volume  of  alcohol  and  10.5  per 
cent  hy  volume  of  ethyl  acetate,  and  consisted  essentially  of  alcohol,  ethyl  ace- 
tate, and  Avater,  Avitli  a small  amount  of  acetic  acid  and  traces  of  aldehyde. 
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AdiiUeratiou  ol  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  rc'ason  that  its 
strength  and  purity  fell. below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  whicli 
it  was  sold. 

IViishranding  of  tlu'  artieh'  was  alleged  in  suhstaneo  in  the  liljel  for  the  reason 
that  the  label  aforesaid  l>ore  statements  regarding  the  arricl('  and  the  ingredi- 
ents and  suhstanees  contained  therein  which  were  false  and  misleading  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  ethyl  alcohol  and  ethyl  acetate  contained  in  the  article, 
mid  for  the  further  reason  .that  the  ]tacka.ge  failed  to  bear  a statement  on  the 
laliel  of  the  pro[iortion  of  ethyl  alcohol  and  its  derivative,  (dliyl  m^etate,  con- 
tained therein.  IMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the 
further  rea^son  that  the  following  statements,  (carton)  “Directions  for  use. 
Externally  * for  llingwonn,  Eczema,  Pim])les  and  other  Irrira.tcd  (Con- 
ditions of  tile  Skin  =•'  For  Dandruff  and  Falling  Hair  =•=  " =•=  To 

bi'eak  a fever  oi-  to  cnr(>  a Cold  If  used  in  time,  it  will  stoii  Pneu- 
monia. Internally  * Salubrin  " * luis  proved  very  effective  in 

Diseases  of  the  Throat  and  Lungs,  to  break  Fevers  and  to  cure  (Colds,  and  also 
as  an  intestinal  Antiseptic  in  Diarrlaea  and  Dyspepsia.  In  connection  with 
proper  dieting,  it  will  relie\e  Plietimaiie  Aehes  and  Pains,  fre<tuently  due  to 
(‘onstipation.  As  a Vaginal  Douche  in  all  eases  of  A'aginal  Discharge  and  as 
ICnema  in  cases  ill  Flemorrhoids,  Rectal  Ulcers  and  Constipation  " in  all 

diseases  of  the  Xose,  Throat,  Bronchial  Tulies  and  Lungs,”  (liotth^  label)  “Sa- 
lubrin will  afford  the  most  reliable  protection  against  contagion. 

It  is  the  best  I'emedy  for  external  injurii's  such  as  wounds  * * * even  when 

blood  iioisoning  has  set  in.  It  ])ossess(^s  ivmarkabh'  curativi'  ]iroperties  in  aches 
and  in  alfections  of  the  respiratory  and  digestive  organs.  - " '-L”  (cii’cular) 

“ Genei-al  propeities  * Yloreover,  Salulirin  =■=  possesses  the  re- 

markable property  of  penetrating  tlu'  tissues  of  the  liody  and  in  many,  cases 
rendering  liarmless  toxins  and  other  poisonous  substances  produced  liy  alinormal 
]*hyslological  conditions  * " * a remedy  of  remarktdily  high  value  in  cases 

of  fatigue  and  overexertion ; for  the  care  of  the  skin,  hair,  and  teeth,  for  curing 
tiches.  burns,  scalds,  * " wounds  and  sores  of  all  kinds  =•=  Sa- 

lubrin has  further  pi'oved  to  l.ie  of  particular  importance  in  the  treatment  of 
many  dangerous  diseases,  such  as  blood  poisoning,  coughs,  stomach  trouliles, 
and  tubercular  ulcers,  and  medical  science  lias  thru  its  discovery  obtained  a 
new  and  powerful  means  of  comliating  disease  * * =1=  I'lirections  for  use 

^ - * Bacteria  * * * They  secrete  iioisonous  toxins  causing  many  de- 

structive diseases.  Some  are  the  cause  of  pus  in  wounds,  others  produce  lock 
jaw,  cholera,  consumption,  typhoid  fever,  etc.  * But  Salubrin  has  the 

prt>perty  of  neutralizing  toxins  and  if  this  remedy  is  a.pplied  after  an  injury 
or  after  exposure  to  cold,  fati.gue,  etc.,  all  danger  may  be  removed.  The  treat- 
ment should  be  continued  until  natm-al  vigor  is  restored  - " Blood 

Poisoning  ""  * * Boils  and  Pimples  (fatarrhs.  Colds,  Cough.  Con- 
sumption, Pneumonia  * Asthma  " ""  The  above  modes  (»f  treat- 

ment are  effective  not  only  for  preventing  consumption  but  even  for  cliecking 
the  ravages  of  tubercle  bacteria  * * Chills,  Fever,  La  Grippe  * * '•* 

diphtheritic  croup,  diphtheria  " * In  cases  of  running  ear  (chronic  puru- 

lent otitis  media)  no  remed>’  c<|uals  Salubrin  for  quick  action  and  permanent 
cure  * * * Erysiitelas  " * X'umerous  cases  of  chronically  recurring 

Erysipelas  of  the  face  Innu'  been  curcMl  by  this  method  =•=  Overstrained 

and  inflamed  eyes  art*  much  benefited  l)y  treatment  with  Salubrin  '•=  * 

Glands,  swollen  * * Barbers’  itch  of  the  tnost  stultborn  character  will  be 

cured  by  the  continued  use  of  Salubrin  =■=  - Headache  and  Rheumatism 

* * * Herpes  * * Itch  (Scabies)  * Poison  Ivy,  Poison  Oak, 
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Prickly  Heat  " liin,Q:\\'orm  =•=  " ••=  Shin, ales  " Skin  Diseases 

* ❖ =:=  E]czein;i,  AIilk-l>!otch.  Pimples  (acne),  psoriasis,  rash,  salt  i-lieiim,  tet- 

1(1^.  ❖ ❖ Stomach  Troiilhes.  Hemorrluhds,  ( 'ojistipatio]!,  Diarrhea  * 

ThriLsli  " ATiricost'  Veins  " =•=  =•=  A^Timen's  Ti-oiihles  (A)  For  pain- 
ful menstruation  =•'  '•=  * falling  of  the  womb  (C)  for  iieuralgia  pains  in 

vagina,  or  womb  Falling  of  the  hair  often  follows  upon  confinement 

but  is  easily  cured  by  treatment  with  Salubrin,”  were  false  and  fraudulent  in 
tliat  the  product  contained  no  ingredient  or  coinbijiation  of  ingredients  capable 
of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  claimed  for  it  on  the  carton 
and  bottle  label  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  as  quoted  above. 

On  November  5,  1919,  no  claimant  liaving  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  Uidted  States  marslial. 

F.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

SdUtt.  3Iisl)r«nrtiu.g’  of  ICiioxit.  V.  S.  * * * v.  07  Rotllt*s  of  Tviioxit.  De- 

fault decree  of  eoudejiiiintioii , forfeiture,  and  destriietiou.  (F,  & D. 

No.  lOOGO.  I.  S.  No.  1.1283-r.  S.  No.  E-1415.» 

On  ]May  19,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  lYestern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  67  bottles  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  ” Knoxit  Liquid  The  Great 
Prophylactic,  Prepared  by  The  Beggs  Mfg.  Co.,  Chicago,  Toronto,”  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  IMarch  22,  1919,  and  Iran, sported  from  the  State 
of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  misbi*anding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Cliemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  e»ssentially  of  an  aqueous  .solution  of  zinc  acetate, 
hydrastine,  and  glycerin. 

iMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  following  statements  appearing  on  tlie  cartons,  bottle  label,  leaflet,  and 
circular,  regarding  the  curative  tind  tb.erapeutic  effects  thereof,  were  false  and 
fraudulent  in  that  the  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of 
ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed  : Knoxit  the  great  prophy- 
lactic and  remedy  '■=  * a highly  efficacious  remedy  used  in  the  treatment 

of.  catarrhal  affections  of  the  eye,  nose,  throat  and  inflammations  of  the 
inucous  membranes  •■=  * beneficial  in  tlie  treatment  of  hemorrhoids,  ulcers 

❖ ❖ other  mucous  irritations.” 

On  September  20,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  he  desti*oyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

F.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Ayriculiurc. 

Stun.  Mi.sisramlini;  «f  Crossman  Mixture.  1.  s.  * * * v.  Doxeii  Bottle.s 

of  Ci*o.ssiisaii  Mixture.  Default  deeree  of  eojideiusint ion,  f «rfeitiii*e, 
ami  destriietion.  (!\  & IL  No.  1043G.  I.  S.  No.  77S2-r.  H.  No.  C-12.j0.) 

On  IMay  26,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  Slates  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  21  dozen  bottles  of  a product,  labeled  in  part  (bottle)  “The  Cross- 
man Mixture  Alcohol  by  Volume  20,7%  “ “ Recommended  for  the  treat- 

ment of  not  only  the  active  stages  of  simple  Urethritis  and  of  Gonorrhea,  but 
especially  of  sub-acute  and  chronic  conditions,  as  Gleet.  * Wright's 

Indian  Vegetable  Pill  Co.,  sole  manufacturers  and  guarantors  372  Pearl  Street, 
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Now  York/’  (vrrapper)  “The  Crossmaii  Mixture  " Keeommeudcil  for 

the  treatuieiit,  not  011I3'  of  the  active  stages  of  simple  Urethritis  and  of  (Jon- 
orrlu'a,  hnt  especially  of  snl)-acute  and  chronic  conditions,  as  Gleet.  * 
aiid  (circular)  “The  Crossman  Mixture  For  the  Treatment  of  Gonorihea  and 
Gleet  remaining  unsold  in  the  bottles  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  con- 

sfgned  hj"  Yh-ight's  Indian  Vegetable  Pill  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about 
Kelnnuiry  27,  1910,  alleging  shipment  from  the  State  of  New  Yoi’k  into  Cue 
State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  l)y  the  Biii'eau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  oils  of  co[)aiha,  cn])e1>s,  and 
mint,  and  alcohol. 

IMisln-anding  of  the  aidicle  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  foi*  the 
j-eason  that  the  foregoing  statements  regarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic 
effect  of  the  article,  l)orne  upon  the  labels  and  in  the  wrappers  and  circtdars 
accompanying  the  same,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  drug  contained 
no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  therapeutic 
effects  claimed  for  it,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  product  was  insidli- 
cient  of  itself  for  the  successful  treatment  and  cure  of  the  ailments  and  diseases 
for  which  it  was  prescril}ed  and  recommended  in  the  aforesaid  statements  in 
and  upon  said  packages. 

On  September  19,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  t^ccrctarg  of  Agi'iciill urc. 

Ad  siHeratioii!  Jisul  of  li'eljitin.  1'.  s.  * * v.  liriEius 

of  Gelatisi.  Defstolt  decree  of  conilemius tiosi,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
stmetion.  (E.  & D.  Nos.  104G8,  104G0,  10470.  1.  S.  Nos.  1130S— r,  11300-r, 

niOO-r.  S.  Nos.  C-1270,  C-1271,  C-1272.) 

On  June  10,  1910,  the  Ihnted  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  FTiited  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemna- 
lloii  of  3 drums  of  gelatin,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  packages  at  Mount 
Vernon,  Delaware,  and  Athens,  Ohio,  respectively,  consigned  by  the  W.  B.  lYooO 
Mfg.  Co.,  St.  I.ouis,  Mo.,  April  16,  April  30,  and  April  25,  1919,  respectively, 
alleging  that  the  article  haul  lieen  shiiiped  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the 
State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Gelatine.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  part  of  glue  and  contained  zinc  in  the  ratio  of  410,  691,  and  3.36 
parts,  respectively,  per  millioii,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  in  said  product 
glue  had  been  mixed  and  packed  as  a substitute  wholly  or  in  part  for  gelatin, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  contained  an  added  poisonous  and  deleterious 
ingredient,  to  wit,  zinc,  whidi  might  render  it  injurious  to  health. 

Misbranding  u'as  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of, 
ami  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article,  to  wit, 
gelatin. 

On  Felnmary  24,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
immt  of  comlemnation  and  f<n-feiture  vras  entered,  and  it  was  ordei-ed  i>y  tlu' 
court  that  the  product  be  dest)-oye<l  by  the  Uinted  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ffccrctarg  of  Agricidi urc. 
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SoGO.  ^lisbraitdini;-  of  Kuoxit  loieorioii  and  Iviioxit  Ololmles.  1".  S.  * * * 

V.  :>  rioKon  llottleH  * * of  Ivuoxit  Tlio  Great  Gonorrli<jea  Rem- 
edy and  5 IJoaien  Bottles  * of  Kiioxit  Globules.  Default  de*- 

oree  of  eondemiiation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & I).  No. 

10o1:E  I.  S.  Nos.  263G-r,  2G37-r.  S.  No.  W-402.) 

On  June  18,  1919,  the  Ignited  Slate, s attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Y'a.shington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agric\iltnr(‘,  filed  in  the. 
Distilct  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condeinnation  of  3 dozen  bottles  of  drugs,  labeled  in  i»art  *'  Knoxit  Injec- 
tion,” and  5 dozen  bottles  of  drugs,  ]al)eled  in  part  “Knoxit  Globnles,”  at 
Spokane,  IVa-sh.,  consigned  by  the  Ueggs  Alfg.  Co.,  Gale>vood,  111.,  alleging  that 
the  articles  had  been  sliipped  on  or  about  September  28,  1918.  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  misbrand- 
ing in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  Ijy  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  tlie  injection  consisted  essentially  of  an  acpaeous  solution  of 
zinc  a.cetate,  hydrastine,  and  glycerine,  and  that  the  globules  contained  copaiba, 
oil  of  cassia,  and  probably  cuhebs. 

IMisbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  injection  did  not  have  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects 
claimed  for  it  in  the  labels  and  circulars  as  a remedy  and  treatment  for 
gonorrhea,  gonorrhea  in  women,  leucorrhea  or  whites,  and  as  a preventive 
of  disease,  and  the  globules  did  not  have  the  curative  and  therapeutic  elTects 
claimed  for  them  in  the  labels  and  circulars  thereof  'for  the  treatment  of 
cystitis,  leucorrhea,  vaginitis,  urethritis,  gonorrhea,  blennorrhea,  and  with 
respect  to  the  soothing  and  effective  action  upon  the  kidneys  and  bladder, 
and  said  statements  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  said  drugs  did  ]mt 
contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  curing  the 
diseases  and  ailments  for  Avhich  it  was  claimed  the  said  drugs  were  a remedy. 

On  September  25,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
meiit  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  Unit^.d  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8.‘U>7.  3‘ixbriiudiuji'  of  Brown’s  Blood  Treatmeut.  f.  s.  * * x.  IU>  Bot- 

<los  of  Bro'JTii’.s  Blood  Treat^ueiit.  IJefault  deoroo  at  oosidousua- 
iiou,  forfeitiare,  and  destrnofiou.  (F.  & I).  No.  lOooT.  I.  8.  No. 
132S5-1-.  S.  No.  E-1507.) 

0)1  June  10,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  New 
5'ork,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  Ihiited  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  30  bottles  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Brown's  Blood  Treat- 
ment " B.  L.  Brown,  sole  manufacturer  remaining  unsold  in 

the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Buffalo,  N.  X,,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  on  November  20,  1918,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania into  the  State  of  New  York,  and,  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  l)y  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
]);irtment  showed  that  it  consisted  essentially 'of  an  aqueous  solution  of  the 
iodides  of  potassium  and  mercury  and  .sugar. 

IMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  following  statements  appearing  on  the  carton,  bottle  label,  and  accom- 
panying circular,  to  wit,  (carton  and  bottle)  “ Brown's  Blood  Treatment  * * 
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is  recommended  by  ns  for  tlie  treatment  of  contagions  blood  poison,”  (circular) 

“ Syphilis  and  blood  poison  * * Dr,  Brown’s  Blood  QT-eatment  is  recom- 

mended to  be  used  in  syphilitic  diseases  of  the  bones,  syphilitic  nlcers,  syphi- 
litic mneons  patches,  syphilitic  and  scrofulous  skin  diseases  and  diseases  of  the 
blood  arising  from  syphilitic  inoculation,”  were  false  and  frandnlent  in  that 
the  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  pro- 
ducing the  therapeutic  and  curative  effects  claimed  for  it  on  the  said  carton, 
bottle  label,  and  accompanying  circular  quoted  above. 

On  October  25,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  ,1udgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctanj  of  Agricullurc. 

83GS.  Misbrajidins'  Uowrbcn  Poultry  Remedy.  TJ.  S.  * * * v.  25 

60-coiit-size  Rottles,  More  or  Less,  of  Bourbon  Poultry  Remedy 
and  IJ.  S.  * * * V.  2 Half-Gallon  Packages,  O Quart,  13  Pint," 

ami  S CO-ceiit-size  Bottles,  More  or  Less,  of  Bourbon  Poulti’y 
Remedy.  Hefault  decree  of  eond  esnuation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  Nos,  •11377,  11378.  I.  S.  Nos.  7377-r,  7378-1’,  7380-r. 
S.  Nos.  C-1498,  C-1500.) 

On  or  about  October  2,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  certain  quantities  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part 
“ Bourbon  Poultry  Bemedy,”  at  New  Bremen  and  Kenton,  Ohio,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  June  30,  1919,  April  17,  1919,  and 
September  3,  1919,  by  the  Bourbon  Bemedy  Co.,  Lexington,  Ky.,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  misbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Pood  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  of  an  aqueous  solution  containing  essentially 
aloes,  sulphate  of  iron,  copper,  and  magnesium,  sulphuric  acid,  and  flavoring 
and  coloring  substances. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  in  the  libels  in  that 
certain  statements  regarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article, 
appearing  in  the  booklet  accompanying,  on  the  carton  enclosing,  and  on  the 
label  on  the  package  containing  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented 
the  article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  cholera,  gapes,  diarrhea,  roup,  white 
diarrhea,  limberneck,  blackhead  in  turkeys,  canker,  blood  poison,  and  other  in- 
fectious diseases,  and  for  the  cure  and  prevention  of  destructive  germ  diseases, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  January  3,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgments 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctanj  of  Agriculture. 

S3G0.  ]>IisbraiiiliiJS  of  olivo  <;il.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Gabriel  Carbateas  ami 
]VieboIa.'<»  S.  Moiialios  (N.  S.  Moiiabos).  Flea  of  s'ailty.  Fine,  Jf?23. 
(F.  & D.  No.  1108G.  I.  S.  No.  149!)2-r.) 

On  July  30,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  x\griculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Gabriel 
Carbateas  and  Nicholas  S.  Monabos,  copartners,  ti'ading  as  N.  S.  Monahos,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
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Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  April  16,  1919,  from  tbe  State  of  New  York 
into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  of  a quantity  of  olive  oil  wdiicli  was  misbranded. 
Tbe  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Net  Contents  1 Quart,  N.  S.  Monabos,  Importer 
and  Packer,  New  York.” 

Examination  of  a sample  of  tbe  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Obemistry  of  this 
department  siiowed  an  average  shortage  of  5.29  per  cent. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Net  Contents  1 Quart,”  borne  on  the  cans  containing  the 
article,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  each  of  said  cans 
contained  1 quart  net  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  as  aforesaid  .so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief 
tbat  each  of  said  cans  contained  1 quart  net,  vrhereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each 
of  tbe  cans  contained  a less  amount.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  tbe  further 
reason  tbat  tbe  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  tbe  quantity  of  the  con- 
lients  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  September  1,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
bebalf  of  tbe  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  AgrieiiJtiire. 

SSTO.  Aslsiltei-atioii  of  scalloi>s.  U.  §,  * * * ■%-,  Lewis  Iv.  Piiiei*  anil  M. 

Latlier  Filler  (Finer  Bros.).  Flea  of  g-iiiltj'.  Fine,  $10  anti  costs. 
(F.  & D.  No.  8438.  I.  S.  Nos.  1834-m,  1837-m,  183S-m,  i845-m.) 

On  February  8,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  upon_'a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Lewis  K.  Piner  and  M.  Luther  Piner,  copartners,  trading  as  Piner  Bros.,  More- 
bead  City,  N.  C.,  alleging  shipments  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  tbe 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  February  22  (2  shipments),  February  20, 
and  March  11,  1917,  from  tbe  State  of  North  Carolina  into  tbe  State  of  New 
York,  of  quantities  of  scallops  which  weie  adulterated. 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  scallops  in  each  shipment  had  been  soaked.' 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  in  the  information 
for  the  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therevrith  so  as  to  lower  or  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  bad 
been  substituted  in  part  for  scallops,  wbieb  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  February  7,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  be- 
balf of  the  said  defendants,  and  tbe  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S371.  Adiilterafioii  of  siiell  U.  s.  * * * v.  ,J.  Niles  Boy«l.  Plea  of 

g’oilty.  Fine,  $100.  (F.  & D.  No.  9187.  I.  S.  No.  12010— m.) 

On  April  7,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
IMississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  Lhiited  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  .J. 
Niles  Boyd,  Kosciusko,  Miss.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation 
of  tbe  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  June  19,  1917,  from  tbe  State  of 
IMississippi  into  tbe  State  of  Tennessee,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  wei,’e 
adulterated. 

Examination  of  2 whole  cases  and  3 half-cases  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry 
of  this  department  showed  44.GS  per  cent  of  inedible  eggs.  y.; 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a tiUhy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal 
substance. 

On  October  7,  1019,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a tine  of  $100. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctanj  of  Agriculture. 

5372.  rfiisl>ran«liiiJ¥  of  Tin-Top  Stock  Fee«l.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Nufriliiie  Mill- 

ing- Co.,  a,  Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  .$30  and  co.sts.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  lOOGO.  I.  S.  No.  llGY6-r.) 

On  July  2$,  1910,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Nutriline  INIilling  Co.,  a corporation,  Crowley,  La.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  May  20,  1918, 
from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into  the  State  of  Texas,  of  a quantity  of  an 
article,  labeled  in  part  “ Tip-Top  Stock  Feed  * • * * Manufactured  by 

Nutriline  Milling  Company,  Crowley,  La.,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  4.81  per  cent  of  protein,  1.15  per  cent  of 
fat,  and  25.85  per  cent  of  crude  fiber. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Protein  not  less  than  7.00%,  Fat  not  less  than 
2.00%  * * * Crude  Fiber  not  more  than  19.00%,”  borne  on  the  tags  at- 

tached to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and  the  ingredients  and 
substances  contained  therein,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  represented 
that  the  article  contained  not  less  than  7 per  cent  of  protein,  not  less  than  2 
per  cent  of  fat,  and  not  more  than  19  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  and  for  the  fur- 
ther reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the 
purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  contained  not  less  than  7 per  cent  of  protein, 
not  less  than  2 per  cent  of  fat,  and  not  more  than  19  per  cent  of  crude  fiber, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  contained  less  than  7 per  cent  of  protein, 
less  than  2 per  cent  of  fat,  and  more  than  19  per  cent  of  crude  fiber. 

On  December  IG,  1919,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

5373.  Misl>i*aii«1iiig  of  Butterfly  Meal.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Natekitoelies  Cotton 

Oil  Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50  and  eosts.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  100G3.  I.  S.  No.  19430-p.) 

On  July  28,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  an  information  against 
the  Natchitoches  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  a corporation,  Natchitoches,  La.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
February  27,  1918,  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  of  a 
quantity  of  Butterfly  meal  (cottonseed  meal)  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  34.31  per  cent  of  protein  and  13.02  per 
cent  of  crude  fiber. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  rvxason 
that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Protein  38.G2  to  41  i)er  cent  * * Crude  Fiber 

8 to  12  per  cent,”  borne  on  the  tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article, 
regarding  it  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false 
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and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  the  article  contained  not  less  than 
38.62  per  cent  of  protein  and  not  more  than  12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  itAvas  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  contained  not  less  than  38.62 
per  cent  of  protein  and  not  more  that  12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  whereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  it  contained  less  than  38.62  per  cent  of  protein  and  more  than 
12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber. 

On  October  20,  1919,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  be- 
half of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs, 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Seeretarg  of  Agriculture. 

S374.  of  Cii-Co-Ba  and  CoiniJoniid  Extract  of  Culjebs  witli 

Copaiba.  U.  .8.  * * * x.  One  Gross  Pacivas'e  of  Cra-Co-Ba  and  4 

Doaen  Jars  of  Coiiipoiaiid  Extract  of  Cnbebs  wltli  Copaiba.  Con- 
sent decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeitnre.  Product  released  on 
bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  10870.  I.  S.  Nos.  7148-r,  7140-r.  S.  No.  C-1313.) 

On  or  about  June  27,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  one  gross  packages  of  drugs,  labeled  in  part  “ Cu-Co-Ba  * 

The  Tarrant  Co.,  * * New  York,  U.  S.  A.”  and  3 dozen  jars  of  drugs, 

labeled  in  part  “ Compound  Extract  of  Cubebs  with  Copaiba  * * * The 

Tarrant  Co.,  Ne^v  York,”  consigned  by  The  Tarrant  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  April 
19,  1919,  remaining  unsold  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  transiwrted  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charg- 
ing misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  samples  of  tlie  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  each  article  consisted  of  a plastic  mass  containing  oil 
of  cubebs  and  copaiba. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  their  packages  and  lal>els  bore  and  contained  statements  regarding 
the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  of  said  drugs,  towvit,  (Cu-Co-Ba)  * * 

for  gonorrhoea,  gleet,  whites,  etc.  * * * Cii-co-ba  ‘ Tarrant  ’ * * * Re- 
duces excessive  and  annoying  discharges.  * * * in  inflammations  and  irri- 

tations of  the  bladder,  kidneys,  prostate,  urethra,  and  vagina.  Of  special  value 
in  gleet,  gonorrhoea,  and  leucorrhoea  * * * successfully  employed  in  the 

treatment  of  chronic  broncliitis,  inflammation  of  the  bladder  * * prostatic 

abscess  and  gonorrhoea  * * * successfully  used  in  inflammatory  conditions 

of  the  bladder  and  kidneys  * * * leucorrhoea,  vaginal  gonorrhoea  * * 

Cu-co-ba  * * * retards  the  growth  of  the  gonococcus  and  other  obnoxious 

micrococci,  corrects  and  arrests  foul  discharges  and  promotes  the  healing  of 
raw  or  denuded  mucous  suiTaces.  * * * In  inflammations  of  vagina,  blad- 
der and  kidneys  * * in  irritation  of  prostate  * * * chronic  catarrhal 

condition  known  as  leucorrhoea  or  whites  * * * clap  * * * in  gleet,” 

(Compound  Extract  of  Cubebs  with  Copaiba)  “ * * * in  tho.se  disorders  of 

the  kidneys,  bladder,  prostate,  vagina  and  urethra  in  which  these  drugs  have 
proved  their  usefulness,  * * * chronic  catarrh  with  profuse  sec-retion  * * .-* 
cystitis  * * * diseases  of  the  mucous  membranes  * * catarrh  and 

irritation  of  the  bladder  * * * gonorrhoeal  urethritis  of  both  male  and  female 
* * * gonorrhoea  of  subacute  or  chronic  type  * * * subacute  and  chronic 

pyelitis  * * in  inflammation  of  the  bladder  and  urethra,”  which  state- 

ments were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  said  drugs  contained  no  ingredient  or 
combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed,  and  in 
that  said  products  w^ere  insufficient  of  themselves  for  the  successful  treatment 
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and  cure  of  the  ailments  and  diseases  for  wliicli  they  were  prescribed  and  rec- 
ommended in  the  aforesaid  statements. 

On  September  10,  1919,  The  Tarrant  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  property 
be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $200,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of 
the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctanj  of  Agriculture. 

8375.  Misl>ramliias*  of  Saiital  Mi«ly.  IT.  g.  * * * v.  One  Gross  Bottles  of 

Saiital  Mijly  Caijsiiles.  Consent  tleerec  of  eomleinnatson  asail  foi*- 
feitiire.  Bvctlnet  i-eleased  on  l>oiirt.  (F.  & D.  No.  10671.  I.  S.  No. 
7177-r.  S.  No.  C-1322.) 

On  or  about  June  27,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  Dis- 
trict of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Coiut  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  one  gross  bottles  of  a product,  labeled  in  part  “ Santal 
Midy  * * * Capsules  Bottled  in  the  New  York  Laboratories  of  Dr.  Ph. 

Chapeile  * * L.  Midy,  Pharmacien  De  Ire  Classe  Maison  Grlmault  & 

Cie.,  8 rue  Vivienne  Paris,”  consigned  by  E.  Fougera  & Co.,  New  York,  N.  1^., 
April  25,  1919,  remaining  unsold  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  , of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  of  santal  oil. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  package  and  label  bore  and  contained  statements  regarding  the 
curative  or  therapeutic  effect  thereof,  to  wit,  “ In  the  treatment  of  gonorrhoea, 
gleet,  and  discharges  from  the  urinary  organs  * * * In  gonorrhoea  in  the 

acute  stage  ^ inflammation  of  the  bladder,  * * * hemorrhage 

* * * in  nearly  every  case  of  hematuria  the  frequency  of  micturition 

* * * suppurative  nephritis  * * * catarrh  of  the  bladder  * * 

chronic  catarrh  of  the  bladder  * * * vesical  catarrh  of  old  age  * * * 

stricture  of  the  urethra  and  congestion  of  the  prostate  * * In  acute 

cystitis  ""  * inflammation  of  the  neck  of  the  bladder  * =•=  assists 

elimination  of  the  uric  acid  * * which,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in 

that  the  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable 
of  producing  the  effects  claimed,  and  in  that  said  product  was  insufllcient  of 
itself  for  the  successful  treatment  and  cure  of  the  ailments  and  diseases  for 
which  it  was  prescribed  and  recommended  in  the  aforesaid  statements.  Mis- 
branding ^Yas  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statements  quoted  in 
French,  appearing  on  the  battle  label,  and  similar  stntements  on  the  wrapper, 
not  sufliciently  corrected  by  the  statement,  “ Bottled  in  the  New  York  Labora- 
tories of  Dr.  Ph.  Chapeile,”  in  inconspicuous  type,  were  false  and  misleading 
in  that  said  statements  indicated  that  the  product  was  of  foreign  origin, 
Avhereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  a domestic  product. 

On  March  15,  1920,  E.  Fougera  & Co,  Inc,,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
pi'oduct  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $200,  in  conformity  with 
section  10  of  the  act. 


E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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S376.  3Ii.sl»rainliiig  of  Madame  Dean  Antiseptic  Vaginal  Suppositories. 

U.  S.  * * * V.  6 Dozen  Cartons  of  Madame  Dean  Antiseptic  Va- 

ginal Suppositoi’ies.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  desti'uction.  (F,  & D.  No,  11056.  I.  S.  No.  2041-r.  S.  No.  W-460.) 

On  01-  about  August  15,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  6 dozen  cartons  of  a product,  labeled  in  part 
“ Madame  Dean  Antiseptic  Vaginal  Suppositories  * * * The  United  Med- 

ical Company,  Lancaster,  Pa.,”  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Martin  lludy, 
Lancaster,  Pa.,  on  March  18,  1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation. of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 

The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  (outside  carton  and  circular)  “Madame 
Dean  Antiseptic  Vaginal  Suppositories  for  the  Relief  of  Vaginitis,  Vulvitus, 
Gonorrhceal  Inflammation,  Leucorrhoeal  discharge,  inflammation,  congestion 
and  ulceration  of  the  Vagina,”  (retail  carton)  “Madame  Dean  Antiseptic 
Vaginal  Suppositories  for  the  relief  of  Leucorrhcea  or  whites,  Gonorrhcea,  In- 
flammation, Congestion,  Ulceration  and  other  similar  female  complaints 
* ❖ (booklet,  headed  “A  Friend  in  Need  is  a Friend  Indeed”)  “Madame 

Dean  Antiseptic  Vaginal  Suppositories  an  effectual  suppository  for  the  relief 
of  Leucorrhcea  or  whites.  Gonorrhoea  and  similar  female  complaints.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  suppositories  consisted  essentially  of  a salt  of 
bismuth,  alum,  boric  acid,  tannin,  and  a trace  of  powdered  plant  drug  in  a 
base  of  cacao  butter. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
statements  appearing  on  the  cartons  and  in  the  accompanying  booklet  and 
circular,  regarding  its  curative  and  therapeutic  effects,  were  false  and  fraudu- 
lent in  that  the  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredi- 
ents capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  November  3,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8377.  Misbi’amHiis-  of  Forfat  Braml  Cotton  Seed  3Ieal.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Retl 

River  Oil  Co.,  a Corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  and  costs. 

(F.  & D.  No.  11617.  I.  S.  Nos.  11994-r,  12035-r,  12046-r.) 

On  April  20,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court’  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Red  River  Oil  Co.,  a corporation,  Alexandria,  La.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
January  23,  February  5,  and  March  1,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into 
the  State  of  Kansas,  of  ciuantities  of  an  article,  labeled  “ Forfat  Brand  Cotton 
Seed  Meal,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Examination  of  a representative  number  of  sacks  taken  from  each  shipment 
of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department  showed  average 
shortages  in  weight  of  4.5,  3.5,  and  C.4  pounds,  respectively.  Analysis  of  a 
sample  taken  from  the  shipment  of  January  23,  1919,  showed  that  it  contained 
37.18  per  cent  of  protein,  5.95  per  cent  of  eciuivalent  nitrogen,  and  15.11  per 
cent  of  crude  fiber. 
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Misbranding  of  the  article  witli  respect  to  all  3 shipments  was  alleged  in 
the  information  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ 100  li)s.  Gross — • 
99  lbs.  net,”  borne  on  the  dags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article, 
regarding  it  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  each  of  the  sacks  contained  99 
pounds  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  tliat  it  was  labeled  as  afore- 
said so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  xmrcliaser  into  the  belief  that  each  of  the 
sacks  contained  99  pounds  of  the  article,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of 
the  sacks  did  not  contain  99  pounds  of  the  article,  but  contained  a less  amount. 
Misbranding  in  each  instance  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  ]iot 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package.  Alisbranding 
was  further  alleged  with  respect  to  the  shipment  of  January  23,  1919,  for  the 
reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Guaranteed  Analysis  * * Protein 

38,55%  * * * Crude  Fibre  12.00%  * * Equivalent  Nitrogen  G.17%,” 

borne  on  the  tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and 
the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false  and  misleading  in 
that  it  represented  that  the  article  contained  not  less  than  38.55  per  cent  of 
protein,  not  less  than  G.17  per  cent  of  equivalent  nitrogen,  and  not  more  than 
12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was 
labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief 
that  it  contained  not  less  than  38.55  per  cent  of  protein,  not  less  than  G.17  per 
cent  of  equivalent  nitrogen,  and  not  more  than  12  per  cent  of  crude  fiber, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  contained  less  than  38.55  per  cent  of 
protein,  less  than  6.17  per  cent  of  equivalent  nitrogen,  and  more  than  12  per 
cent  of  crude  fiber. 

On  June  28,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  infcli'ination  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  .$50  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

SoTS.  AslKltorjjtioii  and  of  sliorts.  F.  S.  * * * v.  G25  SiieRa 

of  SItoids.  Consent  tleeree  of  coiitlemnatioii  and  forfeitsire.  Frod- 
net  i-eleased  on  I>ond.  (F.  & D.  No.  12415.  L S,  No.  3433-r.  S.  No, 
; W-C05.)  . . . . , . ■ ■■  ' .. 

On  May  10,  li520,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  G25  sacks  of  shorts,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Skattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Pres- 
ton-Shaffer  Milling  Co.,  Athena,  Oreg.,  on  March  22,  1920,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  adulteration 
and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part,  “ Shorts.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  re- 
ground bran  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with,  and  substituted  wholly-  or  in 
part  for,  the  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  Shorts,”  con- 
tained in  the  labeling,  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the 
purchaser. 

On  or  about  July  15,  1920,  C.  T.  Jefferson,  agent  for  the  Preston-Shaffer 
Milling  Co,,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  contained  in  the  libel, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  o£  the 
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costs  of  tlie  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond  in  the  snm  of  $1,000,  in  con- 
formity with  section  10  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  conditioned  that  tho 
article  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  mixed  feed  under  the  direction  and 
supervision  of  a representative  of  this  department. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctcmj  of  Agriculture. 

S370.  A<l«ltci’alioii  an«l  misbraiitlins  of  lioiiey.  U.  S.  * * * v.  12  Cases 

* * * of  Qiieeii  Bee  Honey.  Consent  decree  of  eoiidemnatioii 

anti  forfeitnre.  Product  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  12595.  I.  S. 
No.  342.5-r.  S.  No.  W-600.) 

On  or  about  April  23,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  Dis- 
trict of  Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  12  cases  of  a product,  labeled  in  part  “ Queen  Bee  Honey, 
packed  by  the  California  Honey  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg,”  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Seattle,  AVash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  California  Honey  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  AA'ashington,  arriving  on  or  about  October  6,  1919, 
and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  com- 
mercial glucose  liad  been  mixed  and  packed  with,  and  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for,  the  article,  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality 
and  strength.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was 
mixed  in  a manner  vrhereby  its  inferiority  veas  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  “ Queen  Bee 
Honey  ” was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  an  imitation  of,  and* was  offered  for  sale 
under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article. 

On  July  16,  1920,  the  Matchett  & Macklem  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  contained  in  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture 
was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  property  be  released  to 
said  claimant  after  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution 
of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $65,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  condi- 
tioned that  the  article  .should  be  relabeled  “ Compound  of  Honey  and  Glucose,” 
under  the  direction  and  supervision  of  a representative  of  this  department. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S3S0.  Atliilteration  auil  misbraiiiliiis'  of  coftoiiseecl  oil.  U.  S.  * * * v.  5 

Caso.s  of  Adulterated  aud  Misbranded  Cottonseed  Oil.  Default  de- 
cree of  condemnation  and  forfeitnre.  Goods  ordered  sold.  (F.  & 
D.  No.  10003.  I.  S.  No.  2364-r.  S.  No.  AV-293.) 

On  April  4,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon,  acting 
upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
5 cases  of  cottonseed  oil,  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  July  2, 1918,  by  Meyer  & Lange,  Nevv  York,  X.  Y.,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Xew  YMrk  into  the  State  of  Oregon,  and  charging 
adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The 
ailicle  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Umberto  Albertini  Brand.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment show’ed  that  it  consisted  of  cottonseed  oil. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  in  said  product 
pure  cotton, seed  oil  had  been  substituted  wholly  for  the  compound  of  olive  oil. 
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]Misl)riin(liiiii-  of  llie  ai'ticle  allotifd  in  Ihat  llic  lalu'l  was  so  dosiuiicd  and 
devised  as  to  lead  llie  piildie  to  l)elieve  that  llie  article  was  a coini»onnd  of  oliv(‘ 
(‘il,  Avhei-eas,  in  trmli  and  in  fact,  it  contained  only  cottonseed  oil  and  no  oliw' 
oil  A\iiatsoever.  Further  misl)i’anding  was  jilleAed  in  that  it  Avas  offeivd  for 
sale  under  the  distinctive  name,  a coinpoiuid  of  oilve  oil,  Avliereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  contained  only  cottonseed  oil. 

()n  December  12,  19D),  no  claimant  having  apl'eared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  foivfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  oi'dered  by  the 
court  that  tlie  i)rodiict  be  sold  by  the  Ignited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acthuj  Hccrctai'i/  of  AyrlcuU urc. 


St>81.  <1  ill  i<;3i  sn  i nsj;-  of  sa  siorli rsMi  l . 1'.  8.  * * v.  gs."> 

Cases,  3f«}i‘e  or  I.e.s.s,  of  Simerliraal.  Coii.seiit  iJeeree  of  eoi»«leian;5- 
tioii  aiuf  forfeiture.  i*rodiret  releawe«l  <sa  homl.  (F.  & D.  A'o.  10080. 
I.  S.  Xo.  11370-r.  S.  Xo.  C-llGO.) 

On  May  G,  191 0,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  tlie  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
(•ondemnation  of  28o  cases  of  sauerkraut,  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  consigned  on  or 
about  January  30,  1919,  by  the  Scottsburg  Canning  Co.,  Scottsburg,  Ind.,  al- 
leging that  the  article  was  transported  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State 
of  Ohio,  and  charging  mlulteratiou  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  Use  article  by  th.e  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  tliis 
department  showed  that  the  aA’eragX'  contents  of  the  cans  consisted  of  2B.4 
ounces,  or  TO.l  per  cent  of  drained  ki'aut,  and  10  ounces,  or  29.9  per  cent  of 
liquor. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  the  article  con- 
tained an  average  of  23.4  ounces  of  drained  kraut,  the  Italance  being  Avater, 
Avhereas  it  sliould  iiave  contained  2S  ounces  of  drained  kraut.  Further  adul- 
teration Avas  alleged  in  that  the  product  had  brine  in  excess  of  that  contained 
in  commercial  sauerkraut,  Avhich  had  been  mixed  and  packed  Avitb,  and  sul)- 
stituted  Avholly  or  in  ]);irt  for,  the  article. 

Ali.sbi-andiug  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  that  the  statement  “Fancy  Grade 
Sauerkraut,”  on  the  label  on  the  article,  Avas  false  and  misleading  and  de- 
ceived and  misled  the  purchaser  by  representing  the  product  to  be  commercial 
sauerkraut,  Avhereas  it  Avas  sauerkraut  and  liquor  in  excess  of  the  amount 
present  in  commercial  sauerkraut. 

On  July  31,  1919,  the  Scottsburg  Camnng  Go.,  claimant,  having  consented 
to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation,  and  forfeiture  Avas  entered, 
and  it  AA'as  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  tlu‘  claimant 
iq>on  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond  in 
the  sum  of  $o00,  in  conformity  Avith  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrclarg  of  Agriculture. 

ShSlJ,  Adiillerulio!!  Jiiid  Msi.shramli iia.’  of  HHojiol  jiclniiii.  f.  S.  =*=  * * a'. 

1 Drum  Coiitsiiniiift'  a Droduet  Piii’po5'4i«.g'  to  DcU’auslt 

decree  of  eomf  eiJiiia  Lsoii,  f or*fe  ii  is  re,  siiul  <1  esl  ruei  iou.  ()\  X-  1 ).  Xo. 
10100.  I.  S.  Xo.  llOGO-r.  S.  Xo.  0-1202.) 

On  May  G,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  f(U’  Ihe  Southern  Idshaot  of  (>hio, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Gourt 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  ami  condemnation 
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of  one  driini  of  an  avlicle  piirportiiig  to  be  gelatin,  at  London,  Ohio,  con- 
.sigiied  on  or  about  March  4,  1919,  by  the  AV.  B.  AA^ood  Alfg.  Co.,  St.  Louis,  AIo^ 
alleging  tliat  the  article  was  transported  from  the  State  of  Alissouri  into  the 
State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Ana.lysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
parinient  showed  that  it  consisted  in  part  of  glue,  and  that  it  contained  1405 
] tarts  per  million  of  zinc. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  glue  had  been 
mixed  and  packed  with,  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for,  gelatin.  Fur- 
ther adulteration  was  alleged  in  that  the  article  contained  an  added  poistmous, 
deleterious  ingredient,  to  wit,  zinc,  which  might  render  the  article  injurious  to 
health. 

IMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of,  and  was 
offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article. 

On  Feln-uary  24,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  l)e  destroyed  by  the  Lhiited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acfiiig  Secreiary  of  Ayricnliurc. 

sa.sa.  Ad iiltoratioii  and  misbrand of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  * * * v.  735 

Case.s  of  Corn.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture. 
i*rodnct  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  10573,  10574.  I.  S.  Xo,s. 
70S0-r,  7G90-1-.  S.  Xos.  C-1289,  C-1290.) 

On  or  aljout  June  12,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  Dis- 
trict of  Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  cojulemnation  of  735  cases  of  corn,  at  Bay  City,  Alich.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  October  12,  1918,  by  A.  A.  Linton,  Clarksville,  Ohio, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  charging 
jidulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  pai-t,  ‘'Purest  Brand  Sugar  Corn”  and  ‘‘Good  Health 
Brand  Extra  Fine  Sugar  Corn,”  and  each  brand  was  also  labeled  “ Packed  by 
A.  A.  Linton  Cdarksville,  Ohio."' 

Analysis  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Cliemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment shovced  that  the  contents  of  the  cans  consisted  essentially  of  field  corn, 

Adulteiwtion  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  thar  other  substances, 
held  corn,  were  substituted  for  sugar  corn,  wdiicli  the  article  purported  to  be. 

Alisjjraiiding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  label  on  the  article  indi- 
cated that  the  article  was  sugar  corn,  whereas  it  was  field  corn.  Further  mis- 
branding was  alleged  in  that  statements  on  the  label  on  the  can  regarding  it'^ 
contents  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  pin-chaser  into 
lielieving  that  the  article  was  sugar  corn,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  was 
field  corn. 

On  Alay  14,  1020,  Hammond  Standish  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  the  coui-t  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  the  claimant  upon 
tlie  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond  in  the  sum 
of  .‘foOO,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E,  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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8I>8  4.  i.sJ»ram!s  ufA'  »>S’  Ctj-Co-Oa  'l';a  rrjiij  (**  1'.  S.  * * * v.  !>J)  <':icioiiM  «tf 

< 'js-Co-Bii  “ Ta s‘a’5^11  < .*'  !)ei'aa!f  of  c<sn dc gts  iia lioit , ro, 

mid  de.st rijflion.  ( P\  & I>.  Ao.  lOCr).'!.  1.  S.  No.  2UJ4-r.  8.  No.  W— 4:i0.) 

On  Of  about  Juno  21,  1910,  the  United  States  attorney  for  llie  '\Vestei-n  Dis- 
trict of  Wasliington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled 
in  tlie  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  Ihe  sei7aii-(‘ 
and  condemnation  of  90  cartons  of  an  article,  hi))eled  in  part  “ Cu-Co-Ua  ‘Tar- 
rant’ The  Tarrant  Co.,  New  York,”  remaining  in  the  original  unbi'oken  pack- 
ages at  Seattle,  AYash.,  alleging  that  the  artich^  had  been  ship]>ed  by  C.  U. 
Iluisking,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  November  1,  1918,  and  transpojled  from  the  Stat(* 
of  New  York  into  tlie  State  of  AA'ashington,  and  charging  misbranding  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  a plastic  iuass  containing  oil  of  cubebs 
and  copaiba. 

Misliranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  certain  statements  appearing  in  tlie  circulars  accompanying  the  article,  re- 
garding the  curative  and  tlierapeiitic  effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudu- 
lently represented  it  to  be  effective  to  reduce  excessive  and  annoying  discharges, 
as  effective  in  inflammation  and  irritations  of  the  bladder,  kidneys,  prostate, 
uretlira,  and  vagina,  as  being  of  special  value  in  gleet,  gonorrhea  or  clap,  and 
leucorrhea,  and  effective  in  the  treatment  of  clrronic  bronchitis,  prostatic  ab- 
scess, and  vaginal  gonorrhea,  whereas  said  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient 
or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  tlie  effects  claimed  for  it. 

On  November  3,  1919,  no  claimant  having  apjieared  for  the  property,  jiidg- 
inent  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  timt  tile  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  states  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aciinri  Sccrcfaru  of  AgrlcuUurc. 

8t>S."».  AIl.sln'asiclisiiA-  iff  llei’n  Talilein.  I'.  S.  * * * -i-.  4 1 I'Jozea 

Boxe.s,  oO-f'esBi;  SiKt-.  mid  S Dozen  Boxtes  tfD.  Sizo,  of  Naii-vo 

Hei'l!)  Tiililoiw.  Consent  «1eei'e«*  e<9iiilezmiatimi  forfeit  uee. 

Prosinct  reiea.setl  on  lioml.  (F.  & 1).  No.  11327.  1.  .S.  Nos.  L'780-r,  2787-r. 

8.  No.  AA^-508.) 

On  .September  27,  1919,  the  United  States  jittorney  fur  Ihe  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Seci'etary  of  Agiicnlture.  liled  in  the  Idstrict  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel,  and  un  October  8,  1919,  an  amended 
libel,  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  11  dozen  boxes,  50-ceiit  size,  and  8 
dozen  l)oxes,  •$!  size,  of  Bliss  Native  Herb  tablets,  remaining  in  the  original  un- 
broken |)ackages  at  Porthmd,  Oreg.,  allegiiig  tliat  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  Haslet  AA'arehouse  Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  on  or  about  August  22, 
1919,  and  ‘transported  from  the  State  of  CalifoiTiia  into  tlie  State  of  Oregon, 
and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  (box)  ” * * Indigestion,  dyspepsia,  auto- 

intoxication, sick  and  nervous  headache,  kidney  and  liver  derangements,  loss  of 
appetite,  blood  impurities,  etc.,”  (circular)  ‘'Auto-intoxication  is  a new  name 
for  Chronic  Intestinal  stasis  (constipation)  that  is  tlie  cause  of  95%  of  human 
ailments  and  diseases.  " To  restrain  tlie  grov.'tli  of  liarinful  bacteria  in 

the  intestines  and  eliminate  them.  thereb7v  preventing  intestinal  putrid’action  and 
auto-intoxication  we  strongly  recommend  T.liss  Native  Herbs  Tablets  that  suc- 
cessfuliy  adjusts  bowel  troubles.  Intestinal  Indigestion  =•=  =■=  Illieumatism 

Bliss  Native  Herbs  is  invaluable  for  Sci.atica,  Lumbago,  acute  and  chronic 
rheumatic  pains,  enlargement  of  joints.  Corrects  tlie  bbaxl.  dissolving  acids 
that  accumulate  in  the  system.  - Dyspepsia — Iudigestio]i  " * Kid- 
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ney^;  and  Bladder  Inflainm.ation  of  the  bladder,  scalding  urine  and  brick-dust 
swlinient.  Backache,  sharp  shooting  pains  in  back,  weakness,  indicates  kidney 
and  bladder  trouble.  Directions — Take  one  or  two  Bliss  Native  Herb  Tablets 
eacii  night  and  drink  frequently  of  water.  Liver.  When  the  liver  is  out  of 
oi'der  the  syiiiptoins  are  pronounced  headache,  sallow  complexion,  constipation 
and  dizziness,  yellow  eyeballs,  jaundice,  sour  stomach,  variable  appmive  and 
generally  out-of-sorts  condition.  Directions — Take  one  or  two  Bliss  Tablets, 
folloAved  by  one  each  day  until  thoroughly  regulated.  Chronic  liver  ailments 
readily  sninnit  to  treatment  with  Bliss  Native  Herbs.  Catarrh  This  is  the 
name  of  a common  affection  of  the  membrane  lining  of  the  nose  and  tlii-oat.  It 
also  sprea<ls  to  the  stomach  and  bowels,  and  the  mucous  is  thus  carried  all  over 
tlie  l>ody.  When  this  disease  is  in  the  System,  Bliss  Native  Herl)S  should  be 
used  to  regulate  the  stomach  and  l)Ovcels  and  to  purify  the  blood,  thus  affording 
the  body  more  nourishment  and  force  to  throw  off  the  ailment  and  also  provid- 
ing the  means  of  cari-ying  it  from  the  system.  Directions — One  tablet  each 
night  Itefore  retiring,  reijeat  in  the  morning  if  necessary.  Deep-seated  catarrhal 
eff'ection  whether  of  the  head  or  stomach  requires  pei-sistent  and  consistent 
treatment.  Bliss  Herbs  are  guaranteed  effective.  Grippe  Influenza  or  epi- 
demic catarrh,  characterized,  by  active  catarrhal  inflammations,  attended  by’ 
severe  jtains  tltroughotst  the  body,  sometimes  followed  by  disability.  Direc- 
tions— One  to  three  faltlets  the  first  three  nights,  thereafter  one-half  to  one 
tablet  to  warrant  free  bowel  action.  The  Blood  * Bliss  Native  Herbs 

is  a great  Idood  stimidator,  which  also  aids  in  benefiting  many  of  the  bodiW 
organs,  and  healing  the  afflicted  or  diseased  parts  reached  through  the  blood. 
Ihies  One  of  the  principal  causes  of  piles  is  constipation,  produced,  frequently’, 
])y  straining  at  stool  and  by  lack  of  exercise  of  the  rectal  muscles.  The  blood 
becomes  stagnated,  the  blood  vessels  are  enlarged  and  press  against  the  delicate 
tissues,  causing  them  to  undergo  change  from  healthy’  tissue  to  thickened  and 
enla.rged  lumps  or  piles.  Neglected  piles  soon  develop  into  anal  fistulas,  ulcers 
of  the  n'ctum,  etc.  Tlie  sensible  thing  to  do  is  to  use  Bliss  Native  Herb  Tablets 
IMa.laria.  CTiills  and  Fever  Bliss  Native  Herbs  should  be  taken  for 
this  iiilment  in  dose  of  three  tablets  the  first  idght  and  then  one  each 
niglit  thereafter  until  evei'y  symptom  has  disappeared  "=  " ‘After 

suffering  from  Idles  for  a long  time  I was  induced  to  try’  Bliss  Native 
Herbs.  I am  thankful  to  say  that  I did  try  them  and  they  cured  me  completely’. 
I shall  ahvays  keep  a sui)])ly  on  liand  and  will  always  recommend  them  in  the 
liighest  terms  to  everyone  that  I liear  of  sufferiiig  from  tliat  painful  and  annoy- 
ing disease.  " " ‘ I am  So  years  old  and  I am  in  better  health  now  than 

Avhen  I was  77,  thanks  to  Bliss  Native  Herbs  for  they  cured  nu^  of  Bheumatisni 
that  I had  suffei-ed  from  for  years,  and  kidney  trouble  wliich  caused  me  no  end 
of  pain.  I was  advised  to  take  Bliss  Native  Herbs  l>y  my  sister  and  I Inive  Iteeii 
thankful  ever  since,  because  I am  free  from  that  terrible  pain  in  my  back.  I 
can  truthfully  recommend  Bliss  Native  Herbs  to  all  who  suiter  from  rheuma- 
tism, kidney  or  liver  trouble.  * ‘I  was  tortured  as  a re.snlt  of  abcess 

on  the  liver  that  the  doctor  said  would  kill  me  if  I did  not  do  something  soon, 

and  he  treated  me  for  some  time  by  washing  my  stomach  l)ut  this  didn't  l>ring 
me  relief,  so  1 tried  Bliss  Native  Her!)  Tablets  and  can  truthfully  say  that  I 

am  free  fivtin  Liver  or  Stomach  trouble.  =■=  " =•=’  ‘Asthma  rriaib.led  me  so 

much,  that  I could  not  lie  down  at  nights,  and  my  friends  had  given  me  ujt  to 
die.  I was  advised  to  take  Bliss  Native  Her)>s,  and  before  using  an  entire  )iox 
coudd  rest  lots  better.  I now  sleep  good  at  nights;  feel  good,  aiul  can  work 
as  hard  as  ever.  I will  keep  Bliss  Native  Herbs  in  my  house  ;is  long  as  I 
live. 
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.Viialysis  oT  a saiit|>l<^  <>1’  Hip  aiiicU'  by  llie  IDiia^an  oT  ( 'lu'inist i-y  oT  lliis  <h'- 
parlnieiU  sliowtMl  that  it  consisted  of  a mixture  coutaiiiiii.t;-  <‘sseutially  aloes, 
licorice,  biicbu.  iiva  ursi,  capsicmu,  and  an  nnidentilied  iH'sin-lHx-iriim-  dru.ii'. 

It  \\a,s  alk\2,'ed  in  the  libel  aud  aineinU'd  lil)el  that  Die  article  was  inisbraiaUMl 
for  the  reason  that  the  aforesaid  statements,  reu.'ardintx  the  ciiralive  and  llun-a- 
pentie  effects  of  said  aidicle,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  th(‘  article  con- 
tained no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredieids  ca]nible  of  producing  the 
curative,  and  remedial  effects  claimed  for  said  arti<-le. 

On  December  81,  1910,  the.  Alonzo  O.  Bliss  iMedical  Co..  Washington,  D.  C., 
liaving  admitted  through  its  tittorney  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consent(‘d 
to  a decree,  judgmeid  of  condemnation  amd  forfeiture  was  entcTed,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  couiT  that  the  product  be  released- to  said  claimant  upon  payment 
of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execidion  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  .‘^201), 
in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aeti)i(j  Sccrctarii  of  A(irleuUurc. 

Se.su.  of  co<iou.'><ce«3  oioiil  aosl  calirc,  r.  S.  * * * f.o'jii- 

Cofioo  Oil  Co.  Flea  of  Fine.  asid  eo.sC>«.  (PL  & D. 

No.  lisoa.  1.  S.  No.  llOTti-r.) 

On  Febrmiry  2(5,  1920,  the  Fnited  States  attorney  for  the  Westeni  District 
of  Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  ii'  the 
Distiict  Couil  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Louisiana  Cotton  Oil  Co..  Shreveport,  La.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant, 
on  or  about  .lanuary  18,  1919,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  -Vet.  as 
amended,  fi'om  the  State  of  Lmusiana  into  the  Slate  of  Kansas,  of  a quantity 
of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Southlaml  Brand  ('oUon  Seed  Meal  and  Cake,  100 
Pounds  Gross,'’  which  was  inisbranded. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  ihe  information  in  that  it  was  food 
in  ])ackage  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  thereof  was  not  plainly 
jind  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  April  28,  1920,  the  defenda.nt  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  ro  the, 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a line  of  ijl.lO  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aviiiuj  Sccrctari/  of  Agvlvullurc. 

Si.'rsT.  Jiiul  injsihi'aJi'.l  «»f  t-a  siiiod  sj’lmou.  S.  * ^ * v. 

Caso.H,  -I.S  f'jiii.s  iOuc’h,  of  a I'j-oUi2ct  l.aheSeh.  <>2i  t'ji.se.s  “ SSoai' 
llox.  Tiill  anu3  I’oaml  Caa.s  Alox  larainl  IDid.iS'ol  .Soan«l  Fink  Salsaou.” 
Coiisi'ist  <leeroe  «sf  oouucj!5?iai  ion  sssui  forfeiln ro.  ICro«Djc*t  reSt*2?.s,‘U 
oji  ?>on<3.  (E.  & I).  No.  ItSU).  1.  8.  Nos.  V>‘0oS-v,  aOUh-r.  S.  No.  W-.'.-lO.) 

On  or  about  December  IG.  1919.  Ihe  United  States  ailorney  foi-  the  Mk'sbu'n 
District  of  Whishington,  acting  upon  a report  liy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
hied  in  the  District  Court  of  the  I'nited  Stales  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  of  a certain  quantity  of  a certctin  article,  lai>eled  in  part  'kVlex  Brand 
Puget  Sound  Pink  Salmon,”  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  arriving  on  or  aboid  Oclober 
12,  1919,  shipped  by  tlu>  Barar.off  ikicking  Co.,  Bed  Bluff  Bay,  Alaska,  alhgging 
that  the  article  had  been  trans]torted  from  the  Territory  of  Alaska  into  the 
State  of  Washington,  and  chai'ging  adultei'ation  and  misbranding  in  viohi- 
tion  of  the  Food  and  Dimgs  .Vet. 

Adultei'ation  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  it  consisted  in 
part  of  a iilthy.  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  sub.stauce. 

.Misbra.nding  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  that  it  was  labeUd  '■  Puget  Sound 
Pink  Salmon,”  which  was  false  and  misleading,  since  the  article  was  t)roduced 
in  Alaska. 
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On  July  15,  1920,  tlie  Baraiioff  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
tlio  entry  of  a decixjc.  .indgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered^ 
:ind  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  the  claimant 
upon  the  payment  of  the  c-osts  of  the  proceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a bond  in  the 
snm  of  .$10,000.  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  tlie  act. 

E.  D.  P>ALL,  yictiuf/  Sccrctar]/  of  Agriculture. 

S3SS.  3?  81^-  (ff  iois.soetl  ealce  ami  lueal,  1*.  S.  * * v. 

Seed  Fertiliir.ei”  Co.  Flea  of  saisity.  Fiae,  and  (,F.  & 

I).  Xo.  12107.  I.  S.  Xo.  6900-r.) 

On  April  20,  1920,  the  Ihiited  States  attorney  for  rhe  IVestern  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a repoit  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agricnltnre,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Union  Seed  & Fertilizer  Co.,  Monroe,  La.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant, 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  January  28,  1919,  from  the 
State  of  Louisiana  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  of  a quantity  of  an  article,  labeled 
in  part  “ Choctaw  Standard  Cottonseed  Cake  and  Meal,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
jiartment  showed  that  tlie  product  contained  38.94  per  cent  of  crude  protein 
and  12.78  per  cent  of  crude  libei'. 

iSIisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  in  that  the  follow- 
ing statement,  to  wit,  “ Cnai’anteed  Analysis:  Protein,  not  less  than  41%  * * * 

(haide  Fiber,  not  moi-e  than  12%, ” borne  on  the  tags  on  the  bags,  regarding 
The  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  cositained  therein,  was  false  and 
misleading  in  that  it  represenred  that  the  article  contained  not  less  than  41 
per  cent  of  protein  and  not  more  than  12  per  ceiit  of  crude  fiber,  whereas,  in 
truth  ami  in  fact,  it  contained  less  Than  41  per  cem  of  protein  and  more  than 
12  ]iei'  cent  of  cnide  fiber. 

On  IMay  19,  1920.  ilio  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  in- 
forinathm,  and  the  court  imposed  a tine  of  $50  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ticcretarg  of  Agriculture. 

,S;>Sf>.  A <1  alt  era  1 ism  sEsitl  atiiK5>ram5l'iar  cmisuesl  .ss'liiioii.  f.  .8,  * * * 

C'jsseH  of  Salinoji  l.iS3?6ele3l  “4  1 iJ>.  Tail  Caais  Tal>le  Pride 

iJrasssI  Sai?s‘s»ii  ColEJiu 5>lsi  SalaiESEsi  C’sjiJipaJiy,  Seattle,  Wasliing- 

toii.o  am!  fsisos  of  Saltuoa  B.silsels^d  “■  4 Doz.  ! L!>.  Tall  Cans 

KverylKssi  y’.*<  Brand  Alasica  I’sulc  Salnsstn  Cs>l?nnlsia  Salmosi  Com- 
Seattle.  Wiisliingtsm.’*  t'sjnsent  sleeree  sef  eon sleisiiiatiou  aiisl 
fs>rft‘its5re.  Prsfclnsd  strslers'sl  relea.ses!  s>ji  l>oml.  (F.  & D.  Xo.  12.j72. 
J.  S.  Xos.  :l41(>-r,  aii7-r.  8.  Xo.  W-.304.) 

On  April  5,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  IVestern  District  of 
lYasliington,  acting  upon  a iei)oi't  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  Ihiited  States  for  said  <listrict  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  a certai]i  quantity  of  canned  salmon,  at  Seattle,  VTasli.,  con- 
signed on  or  about  October  7,  1919,  by  tlie  Coliimhia  Salmon  Co.,  Tenakee 
Inlet,  Alaska,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  fi-oin  tlie  Territory 
of  Alaska  into  the  State  of  IVasliington,  and  eharging  adulteration  and  mis- 
hranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part,  ‘’Table  Pride  Bi-and  Alaska  Salmon”  and  “Everybody's  Brand  Alaska 
Pink  Salmon.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  imcler  both  labels  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  tiiat 
tlie  article  consisted  wliolly  or  in  part  of  a liltby,  decomposed,  and  putrid 
animal  substance. 

iVIisbranding  of  the  article  under  the  label  “Everybody's  Brand”  was 
alleged  in  that  the  statement  on  the  cans,  “ Fresh  Salmon,”  was  false  and 
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mislendiiiii'  Miul  dec(MV(‘(l  and  ini.slnd  tlie  inirchaser  because  tlu'  ])i-oducl  was 
partly  decomposed. 

On  .July  lo,  H020.  tlie  C'ohinibia  Salmon  Co.,  claimant,  liaN'ina’  consenled  to 
the  entry  of  a decian'.  judii'ment  of  condemnation  and  forf(>itnr(>  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordei-ed  by  Ibe  court  Ibat  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant 
upon  the  ])ayment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  tlu^  liling  of  a bond,  in 
conformity  witii  section  :10  of  the  act. 

K.  1).  JiAT.L,  ArliiKj  y^ccrctarij  of  AtnlcuU  ur(\ 


8nJ)0.  ion  of  risssiiiH.  1 . S.  * * * v.  ‘470  Cnsos.  ,^lor<*  or  of 

K;9i.«4iu.s.  C'osjweni  tloei'oe  of  t'ojniesooafioo  aii»l  forfeil  n r«‘.  I’roil- 
oct  j’rlea.sefll  «»ii  hoiul.  fE-  & I *•  Ao.  0947.  S.  No.  C’-112S.) 

On  iUarcb  21),  1010,  llie  ladted  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  ^Minnesota, 
acting  upon  a report  Ity  fbe  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  tiie  District 
Court  of  tlie  Dinted  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  tlie  seizuia'  and  condem- 
nation of  370  cases  of  raisins,  at  ^rinneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging dliat  the  article 
bad  been  sbijiped  on  or  about  December  17,  1018,  liy  the  Bonner  Ibiclving  Co.. 
Locans,  Calif.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  and  cbai-ging  adulteration  in  \dolation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 
The  article  was  labeied-in  part,  “Locans  Brand  Seeded  Baisins  packed  by 
T.ocan  Backing  Co.,  Fresno,  Calif.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Cbemisti-y  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  contents  of  the  packages  vrere  contaminated  nitb 
sand  and  dirt. 

Adulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  a substance,  to 
wit,  sand,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  the  article  so  as  to  reduce  ainl 
lower  and  in.iuriuiisly  affect  its  quality,  and  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a filthy  vegetable  substance. 

On  July  21.  1310,  the  Bonner  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a decree,  .judgment  of  condeimiation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  the  clainianl; 
upon  llie  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a bond  in  the 
sum  of  $700,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ffccrctary  of  AgricitJI arc, 

A3i.sl>rain!liiis‘  of  Wilson’.**!  SoJntion  Aiiti-Fln.  F.  S.  * * * -» . 27.'! 

llczen  Bottle.s  of  Wilso^i’s  Solution  Anii-Fln.  Default  tlecree  of 
eontleiisnalion,  forfoilure,  and  de.sti'uetion.  (F.  & D.  No.  lOOlU.  I.  S. 
No.  GSUa-r.  S.  No.  C-1140.) 

On  April  12,  1910,  the  United  States  attorney  for  Ihe  Norlhern  District  of 
Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  tlie  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  AViLsoifs  Solution  Anti-Flu,  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  consigned  by  the  Cooper  Medicine  Co..  Dayton,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April  8,  1910.  and  transported  from  tbe 
State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  chai\ging  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  (bis  depart- 
ment .showed  that  it  consisted  of  a mixture  of  volatile  oils  and  eamiibors.  includ- 
ing methyl  salicylate,  thymol,  and  oil  of  eucalyptus. 

Mi.sbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  slatenu'ids 
appearing  on  the  label  on  the  package  containing  the  artich',  regai'ding  its  cura- 
tive or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  fraudulently  re]iresented  the  ailicle  to 
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lie  effective  as  a powerful  antiseptic  to  be  used  as  a preveutive  against  intluenza, 
colds,  and  grippe,  whereas,  in  trutli  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  June  24,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  fvas  ordered  hy  the  court  that 
the  product  lie  destroyed  by  rlie  United  States  marshal.  ’ 

E.  I).  Ball,  Actiiuj  Sccretunj  of  Agriculture. 

S392.  Adulteration  of  raisins.  U.  S.  * * * v.  135  Cases,  More  or  l«es.s,  of 

Maisins.  Consent  decree  of  eoiidein nation  a?i«I  forfeiture.  Pi-od- 
net  released  on  Isond.  (F,  & D.  Xo.  1000.3.  I.  S.  Xo.  6028— r.  S.  Xo. 
C-1104.) 

On  April  19,  1919.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota, 
acting  upon  a repoTt  liy  the  Secretary  of  Agricnlture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  135  cases  of  i-aisiiis,  at  INlimieapolis,  INlhm..  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  Deeomher  18.  1918,  by  the  Bojiner  Packing  Co.,  Locaus, 
Calif.,  and  transported  fi-om  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Minnesota, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  (he  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part,  ” Locans  Brand  Seeded  Raisins  packed  by  Locan  Packing 
Co.,  Fresno,  Cstlif.” 

Analysis  of  a sauitilo  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  tliat  the  contents  of  the  packages  were  contaminated  with  sand 
and  dirt. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  wp.s  alleged  in  llie  libel  in  that  a substance,  to  wit, 
sand,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  vcith  the  article  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and 
ijijnrionsly  affect  its  (iiiality,  and  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  vegetal  lie  snhstance. 

On  July  21.  1919,  the  Bonner  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it 
was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  the  claimant  upon  the 
payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  thing  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of 
8300,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act, 

E.  D.  Ball,  AiCtiug  Sccreiarij  of  AgricuUure. 

8303.  M? snrs’iiiiijig-  of  Ssilwlsria  A ausl  SalaUi'in  B.  F.  S.  * * v.  10  Bozen 

Bottles  A and  O Bozen  Bcttle.s  t>£  Saliil>rin  B.  Defanlt 

<leeeee  of  eosj densnat ion,  forfeiture,  mid  destrneticn.  (F.  & D.  Xos. 
10403,  10406.  I.  S.  Xos.  2384-r,  2;58.3-i‘.  S.  Xos.  lY-374,  W-375.) 

On  Aiay  22.  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  flie  District  of  Oregon,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrieultnre,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  10  dozen  bottles  of  an  article  of  drugs,  labeled  in  part  “ Salnbrin  A,”  and 
0 dozen  l)ottles  of  an  article  of  drugs,  labeled  in  part  ‘‘  Salnbrin  B,'’  remaining 
ill  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Portland,  Dreg.,  alleging  that  the  articles 
had  been  shipped  by  The  Salnbrin  Laboratory,  Grand  Crossing,  111.,  on  April 
I,  and  April  7.  1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State 
(if  Oregon,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau,  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  they  both  consisted  essentially  of  alcohol,  ethyl  acetate, 
water,  acetic  acid,  and  a trace  of  aldehyde.  Solution  B was  perfumed. 

Tlie  articles  were  labeled  in  part,  (carton  ) “ Dirc^ctions  for  use.  Externally 
^ * F(.)r  Ringworm,  Eczema,  Pimples  and  other  Irritated  Conditions  of 
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the  Skill  For  DaiidnilT  and  Falling  TIair  * * * To  break  a Fever 

or  to  cure  a Cold  It  used  in  time,  it  will  stop  Idumnionia.  Internally 

* =•=  - Saliibriii  has  proved  very  etteetive  in  Diseases  ot  the  Throat 

and  Lungs,  to  break  Fevers  and  to  cure  Colds,  and  also  as  an  Intestinal  Anti- 
septic ill  Diarrbma  and  Dyspepsia.  In  connect  ion  with  proper  dieting,  it  will 
idieve  Lbeiiniatic  Aches  and  I’ains,  treqiiently  due  to  eonstipation.  As  a A’ag- 
inal  Douche  in  all  cases  of  A'aginal  Discharge  and  as  an  Fnema  in  cases  of 
Heinorrhoids,  Kectal  Idcers  and  Constipation  * " In  all  l>iseases  ot  tlu' 

Nose,  Throat.  Bronchial  Tubes  and  Lungs,'’  (bottle)  “ Salnhrin  will 

attoi'd  the  most  reliable  protection  against  contagion.  It  is  the  best  renu'dy 
for  external  injuries  such  as  wounds  - - =•=  even  when  blood  ])oisoning  lias 

set  in  it  possesses  remarkable  curative  ]>roperties  in  aches  and  in  affections 
of  the  resiiiratoiw  and  digestive  organs.  (circular)  “ General  Brop- 

erties  * =•=  ="  Moreover,  Salnbrin  possesses  the  remarkable  property- 

of  penetrating  the  tissues  of  the  body  and  in  many  cases  rendering  harmless 
toxins  and  other  poisonous  substances  produced  by  abnormal  physiological  con- 
ditions * ='=  a remedy  of  remarkably  high  value  in  cases  of  fatigue  and 

overexertion,  for  the  care  of  the  skin,  hair,  and  teeth,  for  curing  aches,  burns, 
scalds  " wounds  and  sores  of  all  kinds.  - Salubrin  has  further 

proved  to  be  of  particular  importance  in  the  treatment  of  many  dangerous  dis- 
eases such  as  blood  poisoning,  coughs,  stomach  troubles,  and  tubercular  ulcers, 
and  medical  science  has  thru  its  discovery  obtained  a new  and  powerful  immus 
of  combating  disease.  * Directions  for  use  * Bacteria  A'  * 

They  secrete  pois-onous  toxins,  causing  many  destructive  diseases.  Some  are 
the  cause  of  pus 'in  wounds,  others  produce  lockjaw,  cholera,  consumption,  ty- 
phoid fever,  etc  * But  Salnhrin  lias  the  property  of  neutralizing  toxins, 

and  if  this  remedy  is  applied  after  an  injury,  or  after  exposure  to  cold,  fatigue, 
etc.,  all  danger  may  lie  removed.  The  treatment  should  be  continued  until 
natural  vigor  is  restored  Blood  Poisoning  * * Boils  =•=  * 

Pimples  Catarrhs,  Colds,  Cough,  Consumption,  Pneumonia  " * 

Asthma  *.  The  above  modes  of  treatment  are  effective  not  only  for 

pi'eventing  consumption  hut  even  for  checking  the  ravages  of  tubercle  bacteria 

- M:  oidlls,  Fever,  La  Grippe  Diphtheria,  Croup  In 

cases  ot  running  ear  (chronic  purulent  otitis  media)  no  remedy  equals  Salnhrin 
for  quick  action  and  permanent  cure  * * Erysipelas  =•'  * * Numerous 

cases  of  chronically  recurring  Erysipelas  of  the  face  have  been  cured  by  this 
method  Overstrained  and  inflamed  much  benefited  by  treat- 
ment with  Salubrin  * " Glands,  swollen  * ^ - Barbers'  Itch  oi'  tlu' 

most  stubborn  character  vill  be  cured  by  the  contimuHl  use  of  Salubrin 
Headache  and  Itheumatisni  '•=  " Herpes  Itch  (scabies)  " * 

Poison  Ivy,  Poison  Oak,  Prickly  Heat  * * Ringworm  * * " Shingles 

* Skin  Di sea, ses  eczema,  milk-blotch,  pimples  (acne),  i^soriai^is, 

rash,  salt-rheum,  tetter  * * " Stomach  Troubles,  Hemorrhoids,  Constipaiion, 
Diarrhea  Thrush  " A’aricose  ATniis  AYomen's  Troubles 

(A)  For  painful  menstruation  " * falling  of  the  womb;  ((A)  For  lum- 

ralgic  pains  in  vagina,  or  womb  Falling  of  the  hair  often  follows  upon 

confinement  but  is  easily  cured  by  treatment  ^vith  Salubrin.'’ 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  foregoing  statements,  designs,  and  devices  upon  each,  of  said  bot- 
tles and  cartons  and  in  tlie  circular  accompanying  the  articles,  regarding  the 
curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  said  drugs  and  the  ingredients  and  substances 
contained  therein,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  said  drugs  and  bottles  con- 
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tiiined  no  ingTodionts  or  coinbinalion  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  llie 
curative  and  remedial  therapeutic  effects  claimed. 

On  October  S,  1019,  no  claimant  liaving  aitpeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  v/as  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
1hat  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  inarsiial. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctarn  of  Agricnltnrc. 

SUU4.  Asliilieraiioii  of  hottor.  1’.  S.  * * * v.  600 

o50  Tops,  aiatl  300  Tiilss  of  Batter.  Coit.seiit  deereos  of  eomlemua- 
tioii  ainl  forfeitm-e.  Projlnct  I'olea.sed  iiiitlee  Pond.  (P.  & D.  Nos. 
10913,  10914,  11053.  I.  S.  Nos.  7730-r,  7731-r,  7734-r.  S.  Nos.  C-1400, 
C-1401,  C-1405.) 

On  August  5,  August  G,  and  August  S,  1919,  the  United  Slates  attorney  for 
the  Northern  District  of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district 
libels  for  the  seizure  of  600  tubs,  350  tubs,  and  800  tubs,  respectively,  of  but- 
ter, alleging  that  a portion  of  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  F.  J.  Munn 
Co.,  on  .July  24,  and  July  28,  1919,  a portion  by  the  Crescent  Creamery  Co.,  on 
.inly  25,  1919,  and  a portion  by  Miller  & Holmes,  on  .July  28,  1919,  all  located 
at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State 
of  Illinois,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misijranding  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  In  tlie  libels  for  the 
j-eason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  excessive  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and 
strength,  for  the  further  reason  that  a substance  delicient  in  milk  fat  and  high 
in  moisture  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article,  and  for  the  further- 
reason  that  a valuable  constituent  of  the  article,  to  wit,  butter  fat,  had  been 
in  part  abstracted  from  said  article. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  an  imitation  of,  and  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of, 
another  article,  to  wit,  butter. 

On  Novejuber  1,  1919,  the  F.  J.  T\Iunn  Co.,  the  Crescent  Creamery  Co.,  and 
Miller  & Holmes,  of  St.  Paul,  IMinii.,  claimants,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libels  and  consented  to  decrees,  judgments  of  c<mdemnation  and  for- 
feiture were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  re- 
leased to  said  claimants  upon  jaiyment  of  the  costs  of  the  lu’oceedings  and  the 
execution  of  bonds  in  the  sum  of  .81,000  each,  in  conformity  with  section  10 
of  the  act,  conditioned  in  pa.rt  that  the  article  ]>e  reprocessed  under  the  super- 
vision of  representatives  of  tins  department. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrc/c/'g  of  Agriculture. 

Adulleratiou  of  raisin.s.  F.  S.  * * * v.  130  Cases  Ksieli  Coiif aijiing- 

2.J  Foimrts  Net  of  Itai.siiis.  Coasenl  decree  of  eondeniiitilion 

and  forfeiture.  Froduet  released  <5ii  Pond.  » F.  & D.  No.  10920.  I.  8. 
No.  2045-r.  S.  No.  lY-459.  ) 

On  or  about  August  9.  1919,  tlie  United  States  attorney  tVu*  ihe  'Western  Dis- 
trict of  'Washington,  acting  upon  a report  l>y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  11  led 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a liltel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  130  cases  of  loose  raisins,  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  consigned  by 
-Chaddock  & Co.,  Fowler,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  tvas  shipped  on  or 
about  May  2,  1919,  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  Strde  of  Washington, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
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Kxaiuiiiatioii  o!'  a saio]»io  oi  IJio  ai-liclo  l)y  the  l^>iireaii  oC  (’luMiiisIry  of  lliis 
deparlnient  yliowed  tliat  it  M’as  ooiitaininated  witli  sand,  and  that  llu'  conlcMds 
consistod  in  })ai't  of  moldy  raisins. 

Adulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alle.U'ed  in  the  lil)el  in  that  it  laid  h(Km  mixed 
and  packed  with  an  artich*  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  alfect  its 
quality  and  strength,  and  in  rhat  it  consisted  in  whole,  or  in  ]iai1  ol‘  a decom- 
posed vegetahle  suhstaiice. 

On  X’ovemher  7,  1019,  Alatchett  Alacklem  Co.,  claimant,  having  cousenl('d  to 
the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condenmalion  and  forfeitui-e  Avas  (‘lUered. 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  jtrodiiet  be  delivered  (o  the  claiiiiani 
npon  the  ptiyment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceeditigs  a,nd  tlu'  liliug  (»f  a bond  in 
the  sum  of  $000,  conditioned  in  ]»art  that  the  raisins  be  not  used  for  human 
food  or  consumption. 

10.  D.  l>Ai.r..  ,1c//h<7  Sccrciaru  of  Affrioill urc. 

of  Gillen's  C!ioles*jt  IJe5ue«!y.  I . S.  * * * v.  Ul.S  Cases, 

tliore  or  I.ess,  of  a l^eo«l{i<*t  !,al>ele<l  iji  1’jjri,  “ Gillen's  <‘l«olera 
liemed.v.”  C«»nsent  tSeeree  of  eondeiiiunfion  and  f or fei i n re.  l’ro«i- 
^aet  released  <sn  lioml.  (E.  Y J).  No.  11072.  I.  S.  Xos.  0115-r,  941 0-r. 
8.  Xo.  C-1412.) 

On  August  14.  1019,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tlu'  Eastern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  l»y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  tlu*  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a lil)el  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  248  cases  of  Cillen*s  Cholera  liemedy,  at  Xlnv  Athens,  111.,  con- 
signed by  the  Gillen  Ilemedy  Co,,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  bt'en 
shipped  on  or  about  March  20,  1910,  and  transported  from  the  State'  of  Ge'orgia 
into  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  FoeuI 
and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  Avas  labeled  in  part,  Gillen's  Ting 
Ilemedy  for  Hogs  and  C'hickens.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de]>art- 
ment  shoAved  that  it  consisted  of  an  aqueous  solution  of  saponilied  tar  oil  and 
sodium  sulphate, 

Misbraiidiiig  of  the  article  AA'as  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
appearing  on  the  label  on  the  package  containing  the  article,  regarding  its  cura- 
tive or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the  aidich'  to  be 
effective  as  a treatment  and  as  a preventive  for  cholera  in  hogs  and  chickens  and 
for  sore  liead  and  roup  and  AAhite  diarrlu'a  in  little  chicks,  AAliereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  Avas  not. 

On  June  30,  1920,  the  United  Stock  Ilemedies  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented 
to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Avas  enteix'd. 
and  it  Avas  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  deliA'ered  to  the  claimant 
u))on  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a bond  in 
the  sum  of  82,500,  in  confoianity  Avith  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aetbuj  Bccrctaru  of  J(jricull urc. 

Ali.sluraiifiiiij^-  of  Beoelol  Yiijiiitnl  .SHi>i)«.sitories.  U.  «i.  * * * v.  1 I! 

I’afUagos,  nO-Ceiit  Siise.  21  I’lielcaci'e.s.  J[?1  Size,  of  Benetol  A ai;i- 

iiHl  ^Aappositorics.  liefaiill  dovi't-o  of  eoiuleiinm  1 i<m . f orfi‘i  1 ti  i-t', 
ami  cle.striietion.  (F.  & I>.  Nos.  .14487,  lllSS.  I.  8.  Xos.  3049-r,  3050-r. 
8.  Nos.  W-522,  W-52:;.) 

On  or  about  October  19,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  AVc.stcrn 
District  of  'Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  tlu'  Secretary  <d'  Agriculture, 
tiled  in  the  District  Court  of  tlu'  United  States  for  said  district  libels  foi- 
the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  141  packages,  50-cent  size,  and  21  paclcagcs, 
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J?l-sizo,  of  Benetol  vaginal  ^^iippositorio^,  i-omaining  in  the  original  unbrolten 
packages  at  Seattle,  VVasli..  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Benetol  Co.,  Minneapolis,  iUinn..  and  trans])oi1ed  from  the  State  of  ^Minnesota 
into  the  State  of  Washington.  ;irriving  at  Seattle  on  or  about  August  25,  1910, 
and  October  iO,  1919,  res])ectively.  ami  eharging  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  tlie  article  by  ihe  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
parimeiit  showed  that  the  sujiposipa-ies  cr.nsis^led  es.<entially  of  alpha  and  beta- 
naphrhol,  boric  acid,  and  traces  of  menthol  and  phemd  in  a cacao  butter  base. 

Misbranding  of  the  arti<-le  in  both  shipments  v/as  alleged  in  substance  in 
the  libels  for  the  reason  that  cortain  statements  ap]»earing  on  the  labeling  of 
the  box  containing  tlie  anaicle  and  in  tire  booklet  accomi):injdng  it,  regarding 
the  curative  mid  therapeutic  effects  thereof,  falsely  and  fraudulently  rep- 
resented it  to  be  effective  for  the  ti'eatmeiU  of  tlie  special  diseases  of  women 
and  for  tlie  treatment  of  leticorrhea  (whites),  vaginitis,  vulvitis,  cervicitis, 
endometritis,  gonorrhea,  a.nd  ail  diseases^  of  the  vagina,  for  intlamniation  or 
irritation  of  tin*  cervix  (nrmth  of  tlie  womb),  for  the  treatment  of  sexual 
diseases,  and  as  a generjd  disinfectant  and  local  tonic,  wliereas  it  contained 
no  ingredient  or  rombinH lion  of  ingredients  ca]>ahle  of  jiroducing  the  effects 
claimed. 

On  January  10,  1920.'  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property, 
judgments  of  coialemna.tion  and  forfeirui'e  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered 
by  the  court  that  the  pi-oducr  lie  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

F.  D.  Ball.  Acting  ^^ecrctarg  of  Agriculture. 

8l>n.S.  _V<lulfera1i»Mi  iiiisltrs  inliis.u.’  (jf  o va pori^letl  ai>j>les.  F.  S.  * * 

V.  2n  «sr  «>f  Aliened  Evai><*i'aleil  Ayyie.s  Sjabeletl 

in  Pari,  “ .'>J>  PonnclK  .‘‘^iinset  Braml  Ev  aporated  or  Dried  Product 
of  Appie.s  Preisared  vvitli  Enme.^  Xew  Crop  Panitlesa 

Bleiidiu.ii'  of  Aioerlcan  Apples,  J.  “W.  Teasdale  & Co.”  Consent  de- 
cree of  e»udei»»nati«m  and  forfeifnre.  Product  relea.sed  on  foond. 
iF.  & D.  No.  12256.  I.  S.  No.  1062G-r.  S.  No.  C-1792.) 

On  or  about  March  2,  1920,  tlie  Ignited  States  attorney  for  tlie  Eastern  Dis- 
ti'ict  of  Illinois,  acting  upon  :>  I'eport  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
llie  District  (l>nrt  of  tlic*  United  States  for  ,sai(l_  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  co]idemnation  of  a ceriain  tpiantity  of  alleged  evaporated  apples,  at  Dan- 
ville, 111.,  consigned  by  .1.  IV.  Tcasdnle  & Oo..  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  January  18,  1920,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Missouri  into  the  Stade  of  liliuois,  and  cliarging  adulteration  and  mis- 
liranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part,  •‘Sunset  Brand  Evaporated  or  Di-ied  Pi'oduct  of  Apples.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  rh.e  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
l>artmeiit  showed  that  it  contained  an  excessive  quantity  of  water. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  an  excessive  amount 
of  water  had  l>een  mixed  t\ith.  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for,  evapo- 
rated apples,  vrhich  the  article  purported  to  he. 

Misbranding  of  liie  article  was  a.li-'ged  in  that  the  statement  on  the  label  on 
(he  box  containing  the  arti<-le,  “ Sunset  B>rand  Evaporated  or  Diled  Apples,” 
was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser  into  the  belief 
that  the  article  was  evaporated  or  dri(ul  apides,  whereas  it  was  not,  and  for  the 
further  reason  rhat  the  article  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distln.ctive  name 
of  another  article. 

Oil  June  80,  1920,  J.  Mh  Teasdale  & Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnatioji  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and 


N.  J.  S3ol-8400J  SERVICE  AX[)  REGULATORY  AXXOUNCVEMEXTS. 


2G3 


it  ^\  as  oi'(leV('(l  by  tlii'  coui't  jb.it  llu‘  jiroduct  bt^  deli  \u-'rod  to  Ibo  cl:niu;mt  iijx)]! 
llie  ]):i>ineiit  of  tlu'  costs  of  (ho  jiroccH'din^s  nnd  llu'  tiliii.u'  of  a bond  in  llu*  sum 
of  $L00t),  in  conformity  witii  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  1).  Ball,  Avihig  Secret  a 11/  of  Afiriciil  I urc. 

AdulteraiLni  niul  jii  isln-si n«l i iijl;-  of  Or:iu.:AO  nee-lii^  Ji f . 1'.  S.  * * * 

V.  7 I'jiiis.  <M*  Less,  of  Oejmjiie  5>ee-l.a«ht,  DefsauK  «le«*ree  <»C 

eoiia3eans»3iii«Mi,  forfeit ««  re,  jiimI  «f  esl  io  ii.  ( E,.  & D.  No.  ILlS.j.  1.  S. 

No.  7S07-t.  S.  No.  E-L>4.7S.j 

On  or  about  July  17,  1020,  tlie  United  Slates  attorney  for  Ihe  Eastern  District 
of  rennsylvania,  acting  u])on  a rejiort  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  tlu'  seizui’e 
and  condenmation  of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  aiJicle,  labeled  in  part 
“ Oranye  Dee-Light,”  at  Idriladelphia,  Fa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  July  8,  1020,  by  the  ('alifornia  Fruit  Ih-oduct  Co.,  New 
Yo]-k,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  Sta.te  of 
rennsylvania,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Fnod  and  Drugs  Act. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  liy  (he  Bureau  of  Cheitiistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  an  emulsion  conta.itiing  glycerin,  sugar, 
and  saccliarin  flavored  with  oil  of  orange  and  colored  with  a coal-tar  color 
known  as  orange  I. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  .alleged  in  the  liiiel  in  that  a siru))  tlavoiaal 
with  oil  of  orange  ;ind  artificially  colored  had  been  mixed  and  pacived  with,  and 
substituted  wholly  or  in  ])art  for,  the  article.  It  was  further  adniter.ated  in 
that  it  was  colored  in  a nauiner  whereby  its  inferiority  was  concealed.  It  was 
further  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  an  added  poisonous  or  other  ackhal 
deleteiaons  ingredieid,  s.acchaian,  whicli  might  render  the  article  injurious  to 
health. 

Mishranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  (lie  statemeidv  on  the  hdul, 
“Hand  jiressed  from  F]-esh  liipe  Oranges  Orange  Dee-Light  Too  high  carbon- 
ation  has  a tendency  to  (h'stroy  the  fim'  fruity  tlavor  of  tin'  Oi-ange.”  was  fals(> 
and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Furduu-  misbranding 
vras  alleged  in  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of,  and  was  offen'd  for  sale 
under  tiie  distinctive'  name  of,  another  .article. 

On  August  12,  1920.  no  chumant  having  appeai'ed  for  the  ]»ro])('rty.  judgnu'ut 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  eida'red,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  l>e  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  AcUioj  Srcrciarn  of  Aariodi urC. 

8-100.  A«1  ullcrJiUoir  ssml  Tulwnraisjoli  la of  essiiiaeU.  kjsJ  msim . !’.  S.  * " * v. 

J,77r»  Casew,  4.S  Caa.s  Kaeh,  “=  * * of  IBa'aaU  f’cHp.-of  ,So;ja<l 

I’asilc  Salsitssa,  CoaLSctif  Oceree  ai'  «‘OE5jf<*j3:3!al  Sosj.  ami  rt'. 

saet  released  «e&  (F.  X 1).  No.  MSiC;.  i.  ,S.  No.  tl0U4-r.  S.  No. 

AV— I.IU.) 

On  or  about  December  19,  1919,  the'  United  State's  attorney  fe)r  the'  AVe'stern 
Dis1rie-t  of  AVashin.gton,  acting  upon  a repe)i't  by  the'  Secre't.'uy  e>f  .Vgrie-uiture, 
tiled  in  the  Distrie-t  Court  of  the  Uniteel  States  fe)r  s.-ud  district  :t  libel  for  the' 
seizuree  anel  condemnation  e>f  1.77.1  cases,  l.S  cans  each,  of  Alex  B>ranel  ITigct 
Sound  ]»ink  salmon,  renuiining  in  the  eirigimd  unbroken  p.-ickages,  at  Seattle', 
Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shippeel  by  the'  Baranoff  Ihie-lcin:;'  Cei., 
Bed  Bluff  Bay,  Alaska,  on  or  about  October  5,  1919,  and  tr;inspe)rteel  from  the' 
Territory  of  Alaska  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  aduUe'ridion 
and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  ami  Drugs  Act. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  tliat  it 
consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

IMisbrauding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  “ Unget 
Sound  Pink  Salmon,”  which  vras  false  and  misleading  since  the  article  was 
I'rodiiced  in  Alaska. 

On  July  lo,  1920,  the  Baranolf  Packing  Co.,  Ked  Bluff  Bay,  Alaska,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree,  judg- 
ment of  condemnatioii  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs 
of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond,  in  conformity  with  section  10 
of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  good  portion  tb.ereof  be  separated 
from  that  unfit  for  food  and  the  bad  portion  destroyed. 

K.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctarg  of  Agrlculiurc. 


INDEX  TO  NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  8351  TO  8100. 


(Uisc.s  coil t (I ini II (/  (Icciisionn of  the  couciH  or  iiirlriiciions  to  jurir.'<. 


Aniibrulo:  N.  .T.  No. 

Ci’cscoitl  Cliemii'al  Co 8350 

Aiili-llii  solution; 

Cooper  Medicine  Co_ 8301 

Api)lC'S,  evnporated  : 

T(‘as(lale,  IV..  Sc  Co 8308 

Jlenetol  vajiiual  suppositories  : 

Ilenetol  Co 8307 

lli  .i;  C : 

Evans  C'lieinical  Co 83*11 

r.liss  native  lierb  tablets  : 

Haslet  Warehouse  Co 8385 

lUood  Irealnient,  Hrown's  : 

Ilrown,  i*..  E 83*17 

r.oi'ated  goldenseal.  8'cc  Tlig  G. 
r.ourbon  poultry  remedy: 

P.ourl)on  Remedy  Co 83i!8 

I’.rowu's  l)lo.'xl  treatment  : 

r.rowti,  11.  I 83*17 

r.utt('r  : 

Crescent  Creamery  Co 8304 

Miller  & Holmes 8304 

IMunn.  F.  .1.,  Co 8304 

Cap. stiles,  Santal  Midy  : 

Foug('r;i,  E.,  & Co 8375 

Cholera  remedy  ; 

Gillen  Remedy  Co 8303 

Copaiba,  cubebs  ^Yith.  8'rc  Extract. 

Corn,  canned  : 

Linton.  A.  A 8383 


Cottonseed  cake  and  meal.  8'cc  Feed, 
meal.  *S'cc  Feed, 
meal  and  cake.  Bee  Feed, 
oil.  Bee  Oil. 

Crossman  Mixture  : 

Wright’s  Indian  Vegetable 

1-ill  Co— 83(14 

Cubebs  Avith  copaiba.  Bee  Extract. 
Cu-Co-Ra  “ Tarrant  " : 

Tarriiut  Co 8374,  8384 

Dean,  IMadame,  antiseptic  vaginal 
supitositories  : 

Rudy,  Martin 8373 

Eggs  : 

Iloyd,  ,r.  Niles 8371 

Kuhn,  A.  S 8352 

Sandstone  Cooperative  Co_  8354 
Evaporated  apples.  Bee  Apples. 

Extract,  cubebs  Avith  copaiba  ; 

Tarra.nt  Co 8374 

Fccii,  cottonseed  cake  and  meal  : 

Union  Seed  & Ftodilizer  Co_  8388 
cottonseed  meal  : 

r.roAvnsville  Colton  Oil  & 


Ice  Co 8355 

Red  River  Oil  Co 8377 


Feed-  Cont  inued.  N.  .1.  No. 

cottonseed  meal  and  cake  : 

liOuisiana  Cotton  (Jll  Co 8383 

III  ('at  : 

Na tchitoche.s  Cotton  Oil  Co_  8373 
shoids  : 

rreslon-SlmlYcr  Milling  Co-  8378 
stock  : 

Nidriline  Milling  Co 8373 

Avheat  middlings  : 

Gambrill,  C.  A 8357 

Fi'h.  salmon  : 

R.aranon'  I’acking  Co__  8387,  840*> 

Columbia  Salmon  Co 838!) 

G.  S.  : 

Gross,  L.  M 8351 

Gelatin  ; 

V'ood,  W.  I*>..  IMfg.  Co_  8335,  8.382 
Gilbm's  Cholera  Remedy  ; 

Gillen  Rmncdy  Co 8303 

Gobi' iiseal.  borated.  B<‘c  Rig  G. 

Herb  ta.blets.  Bee  Talilets. 

1 loney  : 


California  Ilouev  Co 
Inji'ction.  Knoxit  : 

8370 

Reggs  j\jfg.  Co 

Knoxit  : 

8.333 

Reggs  IMfg.  Co 
Mi'.al.  Bee  Feed. 

Oil,  cottonseed  : 

8333,  8333 

Meyer  & Iviiige 

(dive  ; 

8380 

Monahos,  N.  S 
Olivi'  oil.  Bee  Oil. 

8330 

Oia.nge  1 )c('-Light  ; 

California  Fruit  I’roduct 

Co 8300 

(l.'.'sters  : 

Undm-bill,  ,T.  .1.,  Co 8353 

I’oultry  remedy  ; 

Doiirbon  Remedy  Co 8308 

Raisins  : 

Romim-  Racking  Co 8300.  8303 

Cliaddock  iC  Co 8305 

Salmon.  Bee  Fish. 

Salubidn  : 

Salubrin  T.alioratory 8332,  8:', 03 

Santal  Iilidy  capsuh's  ; 

Fcaigcra,  E..  & (’o 83>75 

Sauerkraut  : 

Scollsburg  Canning  Co 8381 

Scallops  ; 

Finer  F.ros 8373 

Sliorts.  Bee  Feed. 
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Stock  feed.  Sec  Feed.  N.  J.  Xo. 

Siippositoides:,  vaginal : 

llenetol  Co S.'IOT 

Pauly,  Martin 8370 

Tablets,  herb  : 

Haslet  Warehouse  Co S3S5 

Texas  Wonder  : 

Hall,  E.  W 837)8.  * S3G0 
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Tomatoes,  canned  ; N.  J.  No. 

Monumental  Canning  Co 8350 

Vaginal  suppositories.  >S'ce  Supposi- 

tories. 

Wheat  middlings.  See  Feed. 

Wilson’s  Solution  Anti-Flu  : 

[ Cooper  Medicine  Co 8301 
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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

.*>1401.  A«l«lteratioii  of  tomato  oa.tsup.  F.  s.  ^ * -s'.  3t>5  Cases  of  Woods 

Cross  liraiul  Csitsup*  C^msent  decree  of  eoiidemnatioa  aa«l  forfei- 
ture. i’r«i>diiet  rele:8sed  otr  Ixniil.  (F.  & D.  No.  0173.  I.  S.  No.  10080— p. 
S.  No.  AY-234.) 

On  August  12,  1018,  the  United  States  attoi‘nc.Y  for  the  District  of  Alontann, 
acting-  upon  a report  hy  the  Secretai-y  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  a certain  quantity  of  tomato  catsup,  at  Butte,  Mont.,  consigned  liy  the 
IVoods  Cross*  Canning  Co.,  IVoods  Cross,  Utah,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
])(>en  shipped  on  December  G,  1917,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Utah  into 
tiie  State  of  ^Montana,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  AYas  labeled  in  part,  “AVoods  Cross  Brand  Catsup 
Factories  at  Woods  Cross,  Clearfield  and  Layton,  Utah.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  AYas  alleged  in  the  liliel  in  that  it  consisted  in 
pai-t  of  decomposed  Ycgetahle  snlistance. 

On  Septemlier  24,  nOlS,  the  Woods  Cross  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  haying  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  AYas 
eidered,  and  it  AYas  ordered  by  tlie  court  tliat  the  product  he  released  to  the 
claimant  upon  the  payiiient  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a 
bend  ill  the  sum  of  in  conformity  AYitli  section  10  of  the  act.^ 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctanj  of  Agricnlt lire. 

84  02.  iiicf  of  C It  ar-Meil-Sal.  F.  S.  * * * v.  24  lO-l’ouml  Boxes 

ami  12  20~Pouml  Boxe.s,  3loi-e  or  T.e.s.s,  of  a Protiuet  Fabeled  ia  Part 
“ Cliar-rTled-Sal  * * * Hog-  Rai.scrs  * .!■  Blaelcman  Stoelc 

Beuiedy  Comivany,  CUattaiioog; a,  Trim.’’  Default  rteeree  of  eon- 
demiiatioii  ami  forfeitiire.  Product  released  on  Fond.  (F.  & D. 
Nos.  9178,  9179,  9239,  92G0.  I.  S.  Nos.  10013,  10023.  S.  Nos.  C-939,  0-9.38.) 

On  Angnst  0,  1018,  and  on  or  aiioiit  An.gnst  IG,  1018,  tlie  United  8(:iles 
attorney  for  the  Easlorn  District  of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secre- 

^ 'I'lio  product  was  I'olurned  to  AYoods  Cross,  Utah,  and  there  destroyed  by  tlie  niami- 
facturcr. 
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tary  of  Agriciilturo.  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said 
district  libels  for ' the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  certain  quantities  of  a 
certain  article,  Ia])€‘led  in  part  “ Cliar-Med-Sal,”  at  Stonefort,  Cypress,  and 
Sparta,  111.,  consigned  on  or  about  Alay  IS,  1018,  and  June  4,  1918,  by  the 
Pdackman  Stock  Ilemedy  Co..  Chattanooga.  Term.,  alleging  that  the  article  was 
transported  from  the  State  of  Tennessee  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  A-iolation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment shOAved  that  it  consisted  of  a mixture  composed  essentially  of  sodium 
chlorid,  charcoal,  iron  oxid,  sulphur,  sulphates  of  iron  and  magnesium,  and  a 
small  amount  of  strychnine. 

Alisbranding  of  the  article  AAmm  alleged  in  the  libels  in  that  certain  state- 
ments appearing  on  the  label  on  the  package  containing  tlu^  article,  regarding 
its  curative  or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  to  be 
effective  as  a remedy  for  the  prevention  of  hog  cholera,  Avhereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  Avas  not  effective. 

The  above  case  having  been  consolidated,  on  July  11,  1919,  the  Blackman 
Stock  Bemedy  Co.,  claimant,  having  AvithdraAvn  its  ansAver  and  claim,  a default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  Avas  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings,  and  the  tiling  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  .82,000,  in  con- 
formity Avith  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Actina  Secrctar}/  of  A(jriculturc. 

8403.  AdTilteration  of  raisiits.  \ . S.  * =5=  >:=  v.  300  Cjirtoiis,  31ore  oi* 

of  Raisisis.  Cosiseitt  deci-eo  of  eoi»  elesiinuf  i«m  saiid  foi'f  eitiii'e. 
Frednct  ordci-esl  released  on  Ooa«l.  (F.  & D.  No.  0024.  I.  S.  No. 
0921-r.  S.  No.  C-llOS.) 

On  Alarch  22,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  ^Minnesota, 
acting  upon  a report  l>y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  300  cartons  of  raisins  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  on  or  about  December  17,  1918,  by  the  Bonner  Packing  Co..  Locans, 
Calif.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Minnesota, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  Auolation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part,  “ California  Muscatel  Raisins  Fancy  Quality  Bonner-s 
Seeded  Raisins  Special  Pack,  Bonner  Fresno.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  a substance,  to 
Avit,  sand,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  Avith  the  article  so  as  to  reduce  and 
lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality. 

On  July  21,  1919,  the  Bonner  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Avas  entered,  and  it 
Avas  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  upon 
the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  tb.e  tiling  of  a bond  in  the 
sum  of  §700,  in  conformity  Avith  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  AcHikj  ^ccrctanj  of  Agnculturc. 

S404.  Adulterjilioii  of  oritiis'es.  IL  s.  * * * v.  23t  Boxes  of  Oranses. 

Consent  decree  of  eondejsjination  and  fovfeitnre.  Product  relea.sed 
on  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nc.TlSSO.  I.  S.  No.  ol07-r.  S.  No.  W— .305.) 

On  January  22,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
231  boxes  of  oranges,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Portland, 
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alloi;iiig'  that  (lio  arlide  had  l)cen  shi[)iH'd  by  llie  IM-odnac  Fruit  Co.,  Taud- 
sey,  Calif.,  on  I>ooem))or  2t),  fblO,  ami  transported  from  llu'  Stado  of  (ddiCornia 
into  the  State  of  Or<\^'on,  and  cliarging  adultei-aliou  in  ^ iolation  (rl;  llie  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  tlu'  libel  for  the  lO'c.snu 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a liltliy,  d(  com])osed,  and  putrid  vegetalde 
sul)  stance. 

On  February  d.  1920,  li.  L.  Phillipja,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegatiom; 
of  the  iil)el  and  ('onseiited  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condnunnation  and  forfeiture 
was  entered,  and  it  was  oi-dered  l>.v  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said 
claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  })roceedings  and  the  execution  of  a 
l,»ond  in  tlie  sum  of  .S4G2,  in  conformity  witli  section  fO  <tf  the  act,  and  wirli  the 
proviso  that  such  oiainges  as  were  lit  for  human  consum]»tiun  might  be  nunle 
into  marmalade. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Jrfhic/  ficcrctanj  of  A<jricnUnre. 

.S  SO.y.  oS‘  snKod  .tm fli ics.  I'.  S.  * * v.  41  Cassi-s  of 

Salted  AueliovieN  seikI  I . S.  * * * 4 of  Salted  Aiieiaovie.s. 

Coijseiit  (leeree  of  eondemiint ion  sjod  forfeit ssre.  I’rodRet  released 
oil  Rioml.  Ud  X D.  No.s.  12-534,  12.535.  I.  S.  No.  t34(53-r.  S.  No.  1A204;).) 

On  April  1,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Vdestern  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, acting  upon  a I'eport  by  the  Seci’etary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  liliels  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  certain  quantities  of  salted  ancliovies,  at  Belle  Yeiamn  and  New 
Castle,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shij)ped  on  or  about  October  IG, 
1919,  from  IMonterey,  Calif.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into 
the  State  of  I’ennsylvania,  and  cliarging  misbranding  in  violation  of  tlie  Food 
and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  •'  Salted  Anchovies  especially 
selected  and  packed  by  Cardinale  and  Lafata.  Alonten'y,  ('alif.” 

Idisbranding  of  the  ailicle  was  alleged  in  Ihe  libels  in  tluit  tln^  label  on  the 
}4ickage  containing  tlie  ailicle,  to  wit,  ” Alet  weight  2.5  lbs.,'’  was  false  Jiiul  mis- 
leading and  deceived  and  misled  tlie  purchaser,  in  tliat  the  average  gi-oss 
weight  of  the  package  vras  23  pounds,  11  ounces,  tiie  weight  of  the  tish  p.eing  15 
pounds,  15  ounces.  lin  and  wood,  2 pounds,  salt  and  lulmMuaking  uj)  the  bahuici'. 
Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  the  ai-ticle  vras  Umd  in  ’package  form, 
and  the  quantity  of  the  coidents  was  not  idainly  a.nd  cons]»icnous!y  marki’d  on 
the  outside  of  the  package  in  terms  of  vreight  and  nu'asuriL 

On  May  S,  1920,  Cardinale  A Jiafa.ta,  claimants,  having  consented  to  the  enti'y 
of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  foi'feitU!-e  were  (Uitered,  and  it  was 
ordei-ed  by  the  court  that  the  p'roduct  lie  released  to  tlie  cbiimants  upon  the  !)ay- 
nient  of  tlie  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  .3150 
in  each  case,  in  conformity  wilh  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Bat.l.  Aviiiuj  Scrj'rtarij  of  Aaricitll  urr. 

S'KHJ.  soil  of  e ^ ipsl  cspiJlics,  I".  S.  * * * v.  2.5  Boxes,  5fo5‘e 

i/C.s.s,  «J-  sijsoratesi  A pples.  Coosesit  <i<‘ei'ee  o4'  eoiKlesiB iisj  < i on 
isir«l  f«!.rfelil5ii'e.  Frocitiet  I'eleased  on  bojul.  (F.  iS:  i).  No.  12548.  I.  S. 
No.  T7G2-r.  S.  No.  F-1883.) 

On  April  9,  1920,  the  Thiited  States  attorney  for  tlie  Distilct  of  INiimiesota, 
acting  u])on  a report  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agricultui’e,  tiled  in  tlu'  District  (A)urt 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  25  boxes  of  evajiorated  ajiples,  at  5[innea])olis.  Minn.,  alleging  that  (lu‘ 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  February  20,  1920,  by  A.  (’.  Hamilton  A: 
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Co,,  Fayetteville,  Ark.,  and  tran, sported  from  the  State  of  Ai’kansas  into  the 
State  of  Minnesota,  and  charging  adnlteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drng.s  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Ulster  Brand  Evaporated  Apples.” 

Adnlteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  a product  con- 
taining excessive  moisture  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with.,  and  snhstitnled 
wholly  or  in  part  for,  the  article. 

On  May  S,  1920,  IV.  J.  Hamilton,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of 
a decree,  indgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeitni'e  was  entered,  a.nd  it  was 
ordered  by  the  conrt  tliat  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  upon  tlie  pay- 
ment of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  SlOO, 
in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  B.vt.l,  Aciiug  Secrctanj  of  AgricuUurc. 

S407.  of  rjiislns.  T\  S.  * * * v,  Hoxe.s  of  Raising. 

Uefaiiiit  deoroe  of  eni-Hlenaiiatioa.  forf eitai-e.  aud  cle.striiefi«m.  (F.  & 
D.  No.  12553.  I.  S.  No.  13472-r.  S.  No.  E-2065.) 

On  April  14,^  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
BeniLsyivania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  tlie 
District  Conrt  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  3,930  boxes  of  raisins,  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the 
article  was  shipped  on  or  about  February  24,  1920,  by  Haas  Bros.,  San  Eh-an- 
cisco,  Calif.,  and  tran.sported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  ” O'alifornia'  lied  Berry  Muscat  Ilaisins 
Packed  by  Calif.  Asso.  liaisin  Co.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  it  consisted  wholly 
or  in  part  of  a lilthy  and  decomposed  veget;ible  sul)stance. 

On  .Tune  3,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  ant.  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  tlie  product  be  desti-oyed  by  the  T.^nited  States  marshal,  and  tliat  Haas 
Bros.,  shippers,  pay  the  costs  of  the  proceedings. 

E.  D.  B.vll,  Acting  Secretary  of  AgricuUurc. 

SIOS.  Adulteration  of  i’ai.sin.s.  U.  s.  * * * v.  2.400  Boxes  of  .\lie.^:e«l 

Consent  decree  of  eondenj nat ion  and  foj'feitnre.  Product 
released  on  l>ond.  (F.  & D.  No.  12570.  I.  S.  No.  13471— r.  S.  No. 
E-2056.) 

On  April  1,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  We.stern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a lil)el  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  2,400  boxes  of  raisins  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  tlie 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  February  2,  1920,  by  E.  Y.  Foley,  Fresno, 
Calif.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ One  Crown  Raisins.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  it  consisted  wholly 
or  in  part  of  lilthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  May  11,  1920,  The  Pennsylvania  Macaroni  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented 
to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  the  claimant 
upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond  in 
the  sum  of  $1,500,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
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SIOJ).  AduKoraf i«i»  of  ev« jsoraf od  npplos.  I’’.  S.  * * * ITi  of 

K vjsiiorafed  Aj>|»Ios.  Conweut  dcoreo  of  ooiialotMita^  fon  :imJ  forf«-l- 
liire.  Fi’od  !it*l  s-eloased  «ni  ( E.  & D.  No.  I.  S.  No.  r. 

S.  No.  C-18SG.) 

O.’i  April  16,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  lor  llie  District  of  Minnesota, 
iieting  upon  a report  hy  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  tile  United  States  lor  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  15  boxes  of  evaporated  apples  at  St.  Cloud,  IMinii.,  alleging  that  the  article 
vas  shijjped  on  or  aliout  Febriuiry  25,  1020,  by  A.  C.  Ilaniihon  & Co.,  Fayette- 
ville, Ark.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  into  the  State  of  Minne- 
sota, and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  .Act.  The 
article  u as  labeled  in  part,  “ Ulster  Bra.nd  Kvapoi-ated  Apples  =■=  - Packed 

hy  A.  C.  Hamilton  & Co.  Fayetteville,  Ark.'’ 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  tlait  a product  contain- 
ing excessive  moisture  had  been  mixed  and  pricked  with,  and  sulistftuted  in 
part  lor,  the  aidicle. 

On  May  8,  1020,  W.  .1.  Flamilton,  claimant,  haviiig  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a de<‘ree,  judgment  <»f  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  hy  the  court  tluit  the  ]>roduct  he  delivered  to  the  claimant  upon  the 
payment  of  the  costs  of  llu'  p!-oceedings,  and  the  filing  of  a i»ond  in  the  sum  of 
.$100,  in  confonnity  with  s(‘ction  10  of  the  act. 

K.  D.  Fall,  Aciiiuj  ^ccrcim  ii  of  Afirictilt arc. 

8410.  45  jsUi’J!  IB  Klin  u «>f  Sssltibs’in.  1.  8.  =•=  * * Diixeii  Hotllivs  of  ii 

5/hEboIocI  **  Sail?  bi'jn  Couso^st  sIco8'e<'  of  fonsleJitoatioii  siuil 
forfoi  6 !’r«feS  Exoi  rolejiwil  ou  bond.  ( F.  1>.  No.  1040L’.  I.  8.  No. 

2r>:;r»-r.  8.  No.  W-o7T.  ) 

On  May  22,  1010,  the  United  States  attorney  lor  the  Western  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a i-cporf  by  the  Secreta.ry  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Coui't  of  the  United  Slates  for  said  district  a libel  lor  the  seizure 
-amd  condemnation  of  86  dozen  bottles  of  Salulndn,  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  consigned 
hy  The  Saluhrin  Laborr.tory,  Ci'and  Crossing,  111.,  on  February  4 and  IS,  1019, 
and  Ma.rch  21,  1010,  alleging  that  ilie  article  had  l)een  shipped  from  Chicago, 
111.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  AYashington, 
and  cliarging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Di'ugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistiy  of  this  depart- 
ment sliowed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  alcohol,  ethyl  acetate,  acetic  acid, 
'wadier,  aiid  a trace  of  aldehyde. 

jMisbranding  of  the  article  was  allegod  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  certain 
statements  appearing  in  the  cirouhir  accompanying,  on  the  carton  inclosing, 
and  on  the  label  on  the  bottle  containing  the  article,  regarding  its  curative 
or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  li-audulently  represented  the  article  to  be 
effective  as  a I’emedy  for  ringworm,  eczema,  pimples,  and  other  ii-ritated  condi- 
tions of  tlie  skin,  dandruff,  falling  hail',  to  break  a fever  or  to  cure  a cold,  stop 
])neumonia,  lor  diseases  of  tbe  rbroat  and  lungs,  levers,  colds,  an  antiseptic 
in  diarriiea  and  dysjiepsi:!,  rheumatic  aches,  pains  frequently  due  to  constipa- 
tion, as  a vaginal  douclie,  in  all  cases  of  vaginal  discharge,  as  an  enema  in  cases 
of  lumiorrhoids,  rectal  ulcers  and  constipation,  in  all  cases  of  the  nose,  throat, 
bronchial  tubes,  and  lungs,  remedy  for  external  injui'ies,  in  affections  of  the 
respiratory  and  digestive  organs,  for  the  care  of  the  skin,  ha.ir,  and  teeth,  for 
curing  aches,  burns,  .scalds,  wounds,  and  sores  of  all  kinds,  tubercular  ulcers, 
blood  iioisoning,  boils,  consumption,  pneumonia,  asthma,  chills,  fever,  la  grjjBpe, 
di])htheric  cioup,  diphtheria,  running  ear,  purulent  otitis  media,  neuralgia,  pains 
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in  vagina  or  womb,  falling  of  the  hair,  and  certain  other  diseases  and  dis- 
orders, whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  is  was  not  effective. 

On  March  15,  1920,  Seth  H.  Lindahl,  claimant,  liaving  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  tlie  product  be  I’elesised  to  the  claimant  upon  payment 
of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $400,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretarg  of  Agriculture. 

5411.  of  It  In  One  Hay,  I'.  S.  * * * v.  4 Doaen 

Bottles,  More  or  Le.ss,  of  :i  Drug-  Iijil>eie4  “ Stops  It  In  One  Day.*’ 
Defanit  decree  of  eoanleimsatioii,  forfeitnre,  anti  tle.stmction.  (F. 
& I).  No.  lOS-15.  I.  S.  No.  7150-r.  S.  No.  C-1370.) 

On  July  21,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Ohio, 
acting  iTpon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriouiture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  Lhiited  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
4 dozen  bottles  of  Stops  It  In  One  Day,  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  consigned  on  or  about 
April  22,  and  May  29,  1919,  by  the  O.  K.  Remedy  Co.,  Brazil,  Iiid.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  transported  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Ohio, 
a]id  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  of  2 preparations,  a bottle  containiiigv  a dilute 
solution  of  berberine  sulphate  and  a tube  containing  a mixture  of  potassium 
permanganate  and  potassium  sulphate. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  certain 
statements  appearing  in  the  circulars  accompanying,  on  the  carton  inclosing,  and 
on  the  label  on  the  bottle  containing  the  article,  regarding  its  curative  ar 
tlierapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the  article  to  be  effec- 
tive as  a remedy  for  gonorrhea,  gleet,  leucorrhea  or  whites,  and  veiiereal  diseases 
of  men  and  women,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  Zvlarch  10,  1920,  no  claimant  liaving  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be 
de.stroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretarg  of  Agriculture. 

5412.  Ailuilteratioii  of  rai.«i3i.s.  1'.  S.  * * * 100  Boxes,  .">0  Poiimd.s 

Eaeli,  aiiil  220  Boses,  2.5  Pomids  Kaeli,  of  Ilaisin.s.  Consent  decree 
of  eoiiflesniiaiion.  Pi'odnet  i*eleased  oii  liond.  (.F.  & D.  No.  10S53. 
I.  S.  Nos.  2037-r,  2039-r.  S.  No.  W-142.) 

On  or  about  July  19,  1919,  the  Ignited  States  attorney  for  the  lYestern  Dis- 
trict of  Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  100  boxes,  50  pounds  each,  and  220  boxes,  25 
pounds  each,  of  raisins,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Ta- 
coma, Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Chaddock  & Co., 
Fowler,  Calif.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of 
Washington,  arriving  at  Tacoma,  Wash.,  on  or  about  July  IT,  1919,  and  charg- 
ing adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  tlie  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a lilthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance, and  for  the  further  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  sand,  had  been 
mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect 
its  quality  and  strength. 
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Oil  August  1,  1919,  P.  Pagni  and  G.  Clnolli,  copailners,  trading  as  G.  (’iiiHli 
Co.,  claimants,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  having  admitted  the  allegations  oi!  the  lilul, 
.judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  orderi'd  Ity 
tile  court  tliat  the  product  lie  released  to  said  claimants  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  in 

conformity  with  section  10  of  tiie  act. 

E.  I).  Ball,  AcUng  Sccrctanj  of  AgricuJt lire. 

S-riJt.  .V«l!5i< O'raiioii  fif  raisiu.*^.  F.  S.  * * * v.  2,400  T?oxes  of  RaiNin.s 

I.abeloul  ‘‘25  Poiiud.s  Xot  Two  Crown  T.ooso  XFss.sont  Kni.sins.’* 
juent  of  ooiideinnafion  jiml  foi-feElnro,  ou  1»oud. 

(F.  & I).  No.  11150.  I.  S.  No.  2012-r.  S.  No.  W-475.) 

On  or  about  August  29,  U)19,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Wc^stern 
Distri(‘t  of  Washington,  acting  upon  a repoid  liy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
tiled  ill  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
.seizure  and  condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  raisins,  at  Seattle,  AVash., 
consigned  by  Bosenberg  Bros.  & Co.,  at  Fresno,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  17,  1919,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  California  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  adulteration  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Two 
Crown  Loose  IMuscat  Raisins.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  sand  had  b-ecn 
mixed  and  paekv^d  with  the  article  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuilously 
affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  in  tliat  it  consisted  in  part  of  a til  thy,  de- 
composed, and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  Januaiy  12,  1920,  Rosenberg  Bros.  & Co.,  claimant,  having  consen'ied  to 
the  ('iitry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  to  the  claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  amd  the  filing  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  .S2,500,  in  con- 
forndty  with  section  10  of  tlie  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ^ccrctanj  of  Agrlciiil lire. 

S4T4.  of  SStoariis  SaiitaioE tl s.  F.  ^.  * * * v.  2 Ifezoii  I’aclc- 

J5  J.VOS  «£  aloicl.s.  Oefsnslt  eleorce  of  . f«r- 

feitmi'o,  ami  de.sti'isol ion.  (.F.  & D.  No.  114SG.  I.  S.  No.  .i04(j-r.  S.  No. 
W-520.) 

On  or  al>out  Octobei-  2b,  1919,  the  United  Slates  attorney  for  the  Wc'stern 
Dlsti-ict  of  Wiishington,  acting  upon  a i-eport  by  the  Secretary  of  Agilcultiire, 
filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizui'e  and  condemnation  of  2 dozen  packages  of  Stemrns  Santalnids,  remaining 
in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  arliele 
had  been  shipped  by  Frederick  Stearns  & Co.,  S;in  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  Iran.s- 
ported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  Slate  of  Washington,  arriving  on 
or  about  September  19,  19f9,  and  chargiiiig  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  Fnis  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  gelatin  capsules  conlaining  .‘^antal  oil. 

Misbi-anding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  lil)el  for  tlie  reason 
that  certain  statements  appearing  in  the  labeling  of  the  l)ottU‘  and  carton  con- 
taining it,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  thereof,  falsely  and 
frjiudulently  represented  it  to  l,)e  effective  in  the  treatment  of  gononlma  aiul 
iivllammation  of  the  mucous  membranos,  whereas  said  article  contained  no  in- 
gredient or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 
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On  Janiiarj’  IG,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  he  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretai'g  of  Agriculture. 

S415.  A<l«lter«tion  jsiul  cf  cjjiiiied  tomatoes.  f.  S.  * * * 

V.  ijOhO  Cases,  3Ioi-e  or  Less,  of  Cajiiic-d  Tomatoes.  Coaseiit  decree 
of  ooiidesij siaticii  and  f orf eit^ire.  Pi*od'ict  s'cleased  ©a  Iboiid.  (F. 
& D.  No.  IISOG.  I.  S.  Nos.  87G0-r,  87Gl-r.  S.  No.  C-1G91.) 

On  February  2,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas, 
acting  upon  a report  by  ihe  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  . said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  . and  condemnation 
of  1,000  cases  of  canned  tomatoes,  at  Wichita,  Kans.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  January  8,  1920,  by  the  Chino  Canning  Co.,  Chino, 
Calif.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Kansas, 
and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  was  lai)eled  in  part,  “ La  Norma  Brand  Standard  Tomatoes  ” 
and  “ McCann's  Standard  Tomatoes.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  approximately  1 of  its  contents  consisted  of  added  tomato 
pulp. 

xVdulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  the  Ihoel  in  that  tomato  pulp  had 
been  mixed  and  i)acked  with  pure  tomatoes  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuri- 
ously affect  the  quality  and  strength  of.  the  article,  and  had  been  substituted 
impart  for  pure  tomatoes. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  brands,  labeling,  and  design 
of  ripe  tomatoes,  appearing  on  the  label  on  the  cans,  vrere  false  and  misleading 
and  calculated  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  the 
product  contained  in  the  cans  was  pure  tomato,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
it  was  not. 

On  April  7,  1920,  the  IVinfield  Wholesale  Grocery  Co.,  claimant,  having  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the 
claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  tiling  of  a 
bond,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccretarg  of  Agriculture. 


8410.  Aalultci-atioii  and  luisbrasidiiijLV  of  tuna  Hsli.  U.  S.  * * * 4,s 

Ca.se.s  of  Canned  Tuna  Fisii.  Con.sent  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture.  PreOnet  oi'dered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  12135, 
12136.  I.  S.  Nos.  41-r,  42-r.  S.  No.  E-1943.j 

On  February  6,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  48  cases  of  canned  tuna  fish,  23  of  which  were  at  Hoboken,  N.  J.,  and 
25  of  which  were  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  October  27,  1919,  by  the  Curtis  Corporation,  Long  Beach,  Calif., 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and 
charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “Curtis  Quality  Tuna  Supreme  Olive  Oil 
* * * Pure  Olive  Oil  * * 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  rea.son  that  oil 
other  than  olive  oil  had  been  mixed  and  i^acked  with,  and  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for,  the  article. 
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Misbranding-  was  alleged  for  the  i-eason  (hat  the  package  or  label  of  the 
article  bore  statements  regarding  it  and  the  ingredients  and  snl)stances  contained 
therein  which  M-ere  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser, 
to  wit,  “ Curtis  Quality  * =■=  - Pure  Olive  Oil  ="  - Misbranding  was 

alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  an  imitation  of,  and  was  offered  for 
sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article. 

On  May  14,  1920.  the  said  Curtis  Corporation,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  jiayment 
of  the  costs  of  the  proceedijig  and  tiie  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  .$1,000, 
ill  confoi-mity  with  section  10  of  the  act.  conditioned  in  part  that  the  claimant 
sliould  relaliel  the  goods  under  the  sur»ervision  of  this  department. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acilng  Sccrcianj  of  Agriculiurc. 

.Sj17.  15 oS’  oraiiE^c  I’,  s;.  * * * v.  S Caso.s  of 

Ovsisi.s^-o  Ma  f.  i’i’od.ijct  <vs'«les"e«l  j’elea«o<l  ou  (,F.  & D. 

Xo.  120.su  U S.  No.  1G72.3-V.  S.  No.  E-2402.) 

Cn  .Tune  28.  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Alaryland, 
acting  upon  a i-eport  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricultui-e,  bled  in  the  District  Court 
of  i!u‘  Uniti'd  States  for  said  disti'ict  ;t  iiiiel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  8 cases  of  oi'ange  marmalade,  consigned  on  or  about  February  21,  1919,  re- 
maining in  the  original  unbrolcen  ])acka.ges  at  Baltimore,  ild.,  alleging  that  the 
article  liad  been  sbijiped  by  the  California  Packing  Co.,  San  Francisco  Calif., 
and  transpoi-ted  from  the  State  of  Califoi'iiia  into  the  State  of  Maryland,  and 
cb.ai-ging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  as  amended.  The 
ai'ticle  was  labeled  in  jiart,  “Orange  Marmalade  * * * Del  Monte  Brand 

J'lxtra  Quality  Net  Weight  lb  Ounces.” 

IMisbranding  was  alleged  in  the  liliel  for  the  reason  thot  the  package  or  label 
of  the  article  bore  the  statement,  “ Net  IVeight  l.j  Ounces,”  which  was  faise 
and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and 
Ihe  (piantity  of  the  contents  was  not  jilainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the 
outside  of  the  package,  since  the  OiUantity  marked  was  not  correct. 

On  July  20,  1920,  said  California  I^*acking  Co.,  having  tiled  its  answer  admit- 
ling  the  allegations  of  misbranding  contained  in  the  libel,  it  was  ordered  l)y  the 
court  that  the  United  States  marshal  deliver  the  product  to  said  claimant  com- 
]>any  upon  laiymciit  of  all  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a 
bond  in  the  sum  of  .$500,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned 
in  part  that  the  product  l)e  properly  laTieled  under  supervision  of  this  department. 

K.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secrctarg  of  Agriculture. 

,S11S.  of  IslnoUnorry  i>resorves.  TL  s.  * * * v.  12.^  Cases 

of  Preserves.  Prodoet  ordered  released  oji  li»ond.  (F. 

& D.  No.  12082.  I.  S.  No.  lG724-r.  S.  No.  F-240.T.) 

(Tn  June  28,  ]920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a report  l)y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  128  cases  of  l)la<-kberry  preserves,  consigned  on  or  about  February  21,  1919, 
iH'maining  in  the  origiiml  unbroken  packages  at  Baltimoi-e,  Md.,  alleging  that 
tb.e  article  liad  been  shipped  by  the  California  Packing  Co.,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  and  transpoi-ted  from  the  State  of  California  into  I be  State  of  Alaryland, 
and  chai-ging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
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The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Blackben-y  " * Del  Monte  Brand  Extra 

Quality  ^ * Preserves  * * * Net  ’\^>iglit  Id  ounces  * * 

IMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
package  or  label  of  said  article  bore  the  statement  “ Net  'Weight  15  Ounces,” 
which  was  false  and  misleading  aiid  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser.  Mis- 
branding was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  package 
form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicnonsly  marked 
on  the  outside  of  the  package,  since  the  quantity  marked  was  not  correct. 

On  July  20,  192,0,  said  California  Packing  Co.,  having  filed  its  answer  ad- 
mitting the  allegations  of  misbranding  contained  in  the  libel,  it  was  ordered 
by  the  court  that  the  United  States  marshal  should  deliver  the  product  to  said 
claimant  company  upon  payment  of  all  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the 
execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $1,000,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the 
act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  product  be  properly  labeled  under  supervision 
of  this  department. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

5419.  VlisPrasitliiiS’  of  13r.  Bui* Isis  art’s  Vegetable  Cojjiisoiiml.  1'.  S.  * * • 

’T.  })  Dozen  Packages  of  Dr.  Biirkltai’t’s  Tegetaitle  Coniponml.  De- 
fault decree  of  emidcnmatioii,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & 
Di  Nos.  130G4,  130G5.  I.  S.  Ncs.  7801-t,  TS02-t.  S.  Nos.  E-24.G3,  E-2454.) 

On  July  22,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  Pointed  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  certain  quantities  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  Dr.  Burk- 
hart's Vegetable  Compound,”  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  consigned  by  Dr.  IV.  S.  Burk- 
hart, Cincinnati,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  l)een  shipped  on  or  about 
April  28,  1920,  and  May  10,  1920,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  inisbranding  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  product  was  composed  essentially  of  aloes  and  other 
plant  material  containing  resins,  probal.dy  podophyllum  and  a small  amount  of 
capsicum. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  in  that  certain  state- 
ments appearing  on  the  label  on  the  package  containing  the  article,  regarding 
its  curative  or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  fraudulejitly  represented  the 
article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  kidney  and  liver  disease,  fever  and 
ague,  rheumatism,  sick  and  nervous  headache,  erysipelas,  scrofula,  female  com- 
plaints, catarrh,  indigestion,  neui-algia,  nervous  afffxdion.  dyspepsia,  and  all 
syphilitic  diseases,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  August  12,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgments 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  ^^’■as  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Pi.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretanj  of  AgricuJt ure. 

5420.  Mislnauding  of  G.  S.  Remedy.  F.  s.  * * * v.  I/OiDs  51.  Gro.ss. 

Plea  of  s'laiHy.  Fine,  ^25  ami  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  990r).  I.  S.  No. 
12206-p.) 

On  June  20,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrictilture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
I.ouis  M.  Gross,  Little  Bock,  Ark.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  May  29,  1918, 
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from  tlie  State  of  Arkansas  into  the  State  of  Alabama,  of  a quantity  of  an 
article,  labeled  in  part  " G.  S.  Remedy,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  tiiis  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  article  was  a solution  containin^^-  alcohol,  small  quantities 
of  potassium  iodid,  and  vegetable  extractives,  among  which  were  those  of 
Ijodophyllum,  prickly  ash,  and  saponin-bearing  drugs. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  in  that  certain 
statements  appearing  on  the  carton  enclosing,  and  on  the  label  on  the  bottle  con- 
taining the  article,  i-cgardiug  its  curative  or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and 
fraudulently  represented  the  article  to  l)e  effective  as  a remedy  for  pellagra, 
rheumatism,  lumbago,  sciatica,  neuralgia,  syphilis,  scrofula,  cc.zema,  indigestion, 
dyspepsia,  biliousness,  constipation,  malaria,  chills  and  fever,  nervousness,  and 
stomach,  liver,  kidney,  and  bladder  disease,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it 
was  not  effective. 

On  May  3,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information,  and 
the  court  imposed  a line  of  $2.3  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aciiug  Secretarij  of  Af/ricull urc. 

SlCil.  of  oil.  F.  S.  * * * a-.  2J4  l-Gallon  Ckii.s  of  Salsul 

Oil.  Ilefaiilt  tlocroe  of  c>om1c!»tu:«l  ion.  Froaliiot  oimIci'ciI  .sold.  ( F. 
& D.  No.  10153.  I.  S.  No.  135Sl-r.  S.  Xo.  E-1-344.) 

On  April  20,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  IMiddle  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a I'eport  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
Distilct  Court  of  tlie  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  23  1-gallon  cans  of  salad  oil,  at  Hudson,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the 
a.rticle  was  shipped  on  or  al)out  April  23,  1919,  by  Roberto  Emilio,  New  York, 
X.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  X>w  l^ork  into  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentialiy  of  soya-bean  oil. 

.ISlisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
and  designs,  to  wit,  “ One  Gallon  Xet  Qualita  Superiore  Olio  Puro  Tripolitania 
Garantito  Sotto  Qualsiasi  Analisi  Chiinica,”  and  the  picture  of  a woman  holding 
the  Italian  flag,  and  also  a map  of  Italy  and  Tripoli,  on  the  label  on  the  can 
containing  the  article,  regarding  the  article,  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser 
in  that  they  purported  the  article  to  be  a foreign  product  and  of  foreign  origin, 
whereas  it  was  not  a foreign  product  and  not  of  foreign  origin,  and  that  it  was 
olive  oil,  whereas  the  article  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  an  oil  extracted 
from  soya  beans.  Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  soya-beau  oil  had 
been  siibstitu-ted  in  ^^hole  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  the  article  purported 
to  be. 

On  January  19,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  l)y  the  court 
th.at  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8422.  Mi sUrauiliiiS'  of  soluble  saeebariu.  U.  S.  * =*=  * a-.  2 Cuus  of 

Soluble  Saeeltai’iu  Cvy.stal  ami  1 Faelcag-e  of  Soluble  Saceiiariii. 
IJefault  decree  of  eomlesjsiiaiioii,  fox'feiture,  ami  destruction.  (F.  & 
D.  Nos.  10272,  10273.  I.  S.  Xos.  6143-r,  6144-r.  S.  Xo.  C-1211.) 

On  May  14,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  tlie 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  of  a certain  quantity  of  soluble  saccharin,  at  Vicksburg,  IMiss., 
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alleging  that  the  article  was  shipped  on  or  about  June  14,  1918,  1)3^  the  Sethness 
Co.,  Chicago,  111.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of 
Mississippi  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Analyses, of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistr3"  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  contained  insoluble  saccharin  and  sodium  bicarbonate. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  the  statement  on 
the  label  regarding  the  article,  to  wit,  “ Soluble  Saccharine,”  was  false  and  mis- 
leading in  that  the  article  was  not  in  fact  soluble  saccharin,  but  consisted 
largel3"  of  sodium  bicarbonate,  insoluble  saccliarin,  and  other  substances. 
Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  the  article  was  an  imitation  of,  and 
was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of,  another  and  different  drug,  to  wit, 
soluble  saccharin.  Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  the  label  did  not 
contain  a statement  showing  the  quantity  or  proportion  of  sodium  bicarbonate, 
insoluble  saccharin,  and  other  substances  contained  in  the  article. 

On  July  26,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secret anj  of  Agriculture. 

S423.  3Iisl>raiidiua‘  of  Blaelc  Caps,  U.  S.  * * * v.  5 ]T>os?-eii  Packa s'es  of 

Blaolv  Csip.s.  3>efa^^lt  decree  of  coudeimiaiioii,  forfeit and  de- 
straclioa,  (F.  & D.  No.  10820.  I.  S.  No.  1.341S-r.  S.  No.  E-1600.) 

On  .Tidy  3,  1919,  the  United  States  attornei'  for  the  Western  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  5 dozen  packages  of  Black  Cap.s,  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging 
that  the-  article  was  shipped  on  or  about  April  7,  1919,  by  the  Safely  Bemedy 
Co.,  Canton,  Ohio,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  essentially  of  cubebs, 
copailia,  and  saw  palmetto. 

Misbiunding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  cer- 
tain statements  appearing  in  the  circular  accompanying  the  article,  regarding 
its  curative  or  therapeutic  effects,  falseU^  and  fraudulently  represented  the 
article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  affections  of  the  mucous  membranes, 
leucorrhea,  chronic  cystitis,  chronic  bronchitis,  leucorrhea,  cystorrhea,  abscess 
of  the  prostate  gland,  and  affections  of  the  neck  of  the  bladder  and  prostatic 
portions  of  the  urethra,  Avhereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  June  25,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  Fruited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

S-i24.  of  Piirola,  Ivi<liiey  ami  I4ver  Kemetly,  Pni’ola  Diarrlitpa 

Mixture,  Pwrola  Fomaliiie,  Purola  Syrtap  Sarsaparillsi  Cojupoiiaid 
witli  loslirte  of  Pota.sli,  stml  Purolai  Compoaaiaal  Extras et  of  Buelia. 
U.  S.  * * * V.  Blnmaiier-Fraiil*;  Bros*  Co.  Plea  of  euilty.  Fiiae, 

iji200.  (F.  & D.  No.  11049.  I.  S.  Nos.  16177-p,  10178-p,  16179-p,  10180-p, 

2312-r.) 

On  December  1,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  Blumauer- 
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Frank  Drug  Co.,  a corponition,  I’ortlaml,  Oreg.,  alleging  sliipinent  by  said  com- 
pany, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  from  the  State  of 
Oregon  into  the  State  of  Washington,  on  or  al)ont  February  13,  1918,  of  a 
quantity  of  Pnrola  Kidney  and  Liver  Remedy,  on  or  about  February  18,  1918, 
of  a quantity  of  Purola  Diarrhoea  Mixture,  on  or  about  February  20,  1918,  of  a 
quantity  of  Purola  Femaline,  on  or  about  April  10,  1918,  of  a quantity  of 
1‘urola  Syrup  Sarsaparilla  Compound  with  Iodide  of  Potash,  and  on  or  about 
Tune  15,  1918,  of  a quantity  of  Purola  Compound  Extract  of  Buchu,  which 
were  misbranded. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  the  following  results;  Purola  Kichiey  and  Liver  Remedy,  a 
liydroalcoholic  solution  consisling  essentially  of  vegetaltle  extractives  carrying 
emodin  and  resin,  potassium  acetate,  sugars,  and  a faint  trace  of  salicylic  acid; 
Purola  Diarrliauv  Mixture,  a hydroalcoholic  solution  of  o[)ium,  camplior,  capsi- 
cum extractives,  rhubarb,  oils  of  iteppermiid:  and  anise,  and  indications  of  a 
trace  of  gambir;  Purola  I’emaline,  a hydroalcoholic  solution  consisting  essen- 
tially of  glycyrrhiza  extractives,  emodin,  resin,  a trace  of  alkaloid,  sucrose, 
glycerin,  and  aromatics;  Purola  Syrtij)  Sarsaparilla  (ktnpnound  with  Iodide 
of  I\)tasb,  a hydroalcoliolic  solution  consisting  ('ssent iall.v  of  vegetable  extrac- 
tives carrying  emodin,  indications  of  saponin,  glycyrrhizin,  alkaloids,  volatile 
oils,  stigar,  glucose,  and  jiotassium  iodid  ; Ibirola  ('omi)ound  Extrtict  of  Btichu,  a 
hydroadcoho! ic  solutioit  of  buchu  extractives,  sugar,  glycyrrhiza  extractives, 
])Otasshim  ac<'tal(',  and  little,  if  an.v,  emodin. 

It  was  alleged  in  substance'  in  the  inforiiiatioti  that  the  Purola  Kidney  and 
Liver  Re'uiedy  was  misbrmided  for  the  reason  that  certain  statements  appear- 
ing on  the  labels  of  the  botlh'S  and  cartons  falsel.v  and  frtittdulently  represented 
it  to  Ite  elfectiv(>  :is  a 1 re'atment,  rena'dy,  and  cure'  for  diseases  of  the  kidneys 
and  liver,  diabe-tes.  P>riglifs  disease,  ttrinary  disorders,  intlammatlon  of  the 
bladder,  ))ain  in  baclc.  gravel,  catarrh  of  Hut  bladdc'r,  elropsy,  leucorrhea,  and 
all  ailiiH'ids  arising  frotn  a wi'akened  or  diseast'd  condition  of  the  liver  and 
kidne.vs,  irritable  bladder,  catarrh  of  th(>  wotub.  wbitt'S,  and  barrenness  result- 
ing from  tliese  condit i(»ns.  Jaundice,  low  spirits  resulting  fi'om  liver  affections, 
drops.v,  wbetber  originating  from  lu'art,  kidue.v.  or  live'r  diseases,  or  from  simple 
general  t'xbaustion,  and  Bright's  disease  and  its  painful  complications,  when,  in 
ti'utli  and  in  fact,  it  was  mtt. 

It  tvas  alleged  in  substance  that  the  Purola  Diarrhoea  IMixture  was  mis- 
liranded  for  the  rt'ason  that  certtiiii  stat(*nu'nts  aj)])eariiig  oti  the  labels  of  the 
bottles  and  cartons  falsely  and  fratubtlently  represented  it  to  be  effective  as 
a treatment,  i-emedy.  ami  cure  for  cholera,  cholera  morbus,  dysentery,  cholera 
infantum,  and  l)owel  complaints  generally,  when,  in,  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

It  was  alleged  in  substmice  that  the  Pureda  Femaline  was  misbranded  for 
the  reason  that  certain  statements  appearing  on  tlie  labels  of  the  bottles  and 
cartons  fa.lsely  and  fraudulently  i-epresented  it  to  be  effective  as  a treatment, 
remedy,  and  cure  for  R'lnale  weakness  and  maladies,  such  as  prolapsus  uteri, 
or  falling  of  tlu'  womb.  suppresse<l  menstruation,  ulceration  or  inflammation 
of  the  uterus,  ovarian  ]>ains  and  leucorrhea,  and  effective  for  all  diseases  of 
the  female  organism,  whe]p  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

It  was  alleged  in  substance  that  the  Purola  Syrup  Sarsaparilla  Compound 
with  Iodide  of  I’otash  vas  misbranded  for  the  rea.son  that  certain  statements 
appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  bottles  and  cartons  falsely  and  fraudulently 
represented  it  to  l>e  effective  as  a blood  purifier,  and  effective  to  expel  humors 
from  the  blood,  and  to  renovate  and  enrich  the  blood,  and  effective  as  a treat- 
ment, remedy,  and  cure  for  scrofulous  affections  and  cutaneous  diseases?  boils, 
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ring’  worms,  imsightly  Immors  of  the  face,  pimples,  pustules,  tetter  or  salt 
liieiiin,  scald  head,  ulcers,  sores,  rheumatism,  syphilitic  and  mercurial  diseases, 
and  all  complaints  arising  from  impurities  of  the  Idood,  when,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  not. 

It  was  alleged  in  sidrstance  that  the  Purola  Compound  Extract  of  Buchu  was 
misbranded  for  the  reason  that  certain  statements  appearing  on  the  labels  of 
the  bottles  and  cartons  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  to  be  effective 
as  a treatment,  remedy,  and  cure  for  many  ailments  arising  in  the  urinary 
organs,  bladdm',  or  kidneys,  such  as  nonretention  of  urine,  inflammation  of 
bladder  and  urethra,  catai'rh  of  the  bladder,  gravel  and  mucous  discharges,  dis- 
eases of  the  genital  organs,  such  as  Bright's  disease,  irritation,  inflammation 
or  ulceration  of  bladder  or  kidneys,  chronic  catarrh  of  the  bladder  and  urethra, 
diseased  prostate,  gravel  and  stone  in  the  bladder,  mucous  and  milky  dis- 
charges, dropsical  swellings,  and  weakness  arising  from  excess  or  indiscretion 
and  dissipation  in  either  sex,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  April  10,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  ,$200. 

E.  D.  Ball,  AcUmj  Secretary  of  AyricuJt  ure. 

842,“j.  J4'  «f  I>r.  Sjing,-erLs  Capsules.  C.  S.  * * * v.  5 Dozen 

Boxes  of  a P.ro<1j5et  JiWljeled  ‘‘Dr.  Snn.ii'er’s  Capsules.”  Default  de- 
cree of  eoiideamatioai.,  forfeiture,  and  dest riictioa.  (F.  & D.  No. 
11001.  I.  S.  No.  12010-1-.  S.  No.  E-lOOr,.) 

On  August  11,  1010,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
dnisetts,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  5 dozen  boxes  of  Dr.  Sanger's  Capsules,  at  Boston,  Alass.,  con- 
signed April  2,  1919,  )>y  Sanger  & Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Neve  York  into  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  essentially  of  copaiba, 
cuhebs,  gum  turpentine,  and  magnesia.  Licorice  and  santal  oil  also  were  indi- 
cated. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  cer- 
tain statements  appearing  in  the  I)ooklet  accompanying  the  article,  regarding 
its  curative  or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the 
article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  disea.ses  pertaining  to  the  mucous  mem- 
branes, cystitis,  cystirrhea  or  catarrh  of  the  bladder,  retention  of  urine,  and 
leucorrhea,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  May  10,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  tlie  court  that 
the  prodikt  he  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  AgrlcuUure. 

S420.  3Iisl>i'annliiis-  of  Tke  Texas  Womler.  XJ.  S.  * * x.  32  Botlles  of 

Tke  Texas  Wonder.  Default  deeree  of  eoiiclemisation,  forfeiture, 
and  destrnction.  (F.  & D.  No.  11303.  I.  S.  No.  G790-r.  S.  No.  C-14S7.) 

On  October  2,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  , for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  32  bottles  of  The  Texas  Wonder,  at  Meridian,  Miss., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shippetl  on  or  about  July  5,  1919,  by  E.  W. 
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Hall,  vSt.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Missoma  into  th.e  State 
of  .Mississippi,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  l)y  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  copaiba,  rhuharb,  tiii'pentine.  guaiac, 
and  alcohol. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  stadeimaits 
appearing  on  the  cai-tons  inclosing  the  article,  regarding  its  thera.pemic  or 
ciu'ative  elfects,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  tlie  article  to  be  elihci  iN  e 
as  a remedy  for  kidney  and  bladder  troubles,  diabetes,  weak  and  lame  l>acks, 
i-heumatism  and  gravel,  to  regulate  bladder  troul)le  in  children,  for  stone  in 
the  kidneys,  inflammation  of  the  bladder  and  tuberculosis  of  the  kidneys, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  eiiective. 

On  March  8,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  lu’operty,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  vras  entered,  ajid  it  was  oi-dered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  l)e  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  B.M.L,  Actiny  ^ccrctury  of  Ayrienllurc. 

S427.  of  Bliss  Xiitive  Ilerl».s.  T'.  S.  * * v.  li  T4o/;e]si  ltox«*s 

of  Bli.ss  Xative  Kei’ti.s.  Default  «leeree  of  eoudemuai sou,  foid'eiture, 
siinl  defit ruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  11307.  I.  S.  No.  14tj0:.’-r.  S.  No.  JO-1751.) 

On  September  27,  1919,  the  United  States  attoi-ney  for  th(‘  District  of  New 
Jersey,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Seci’etai-y  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District 
Coiii-t  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  Ihe  seizure  and  comlemmi- 
tion  of  2 dozen  boxes  of  Bliss  Native  Herbs,  at  Newai'k,  N.  .L,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  June  27,  1919,  by  the  Alonzo  O.  Bliss  IMedi- 
cal  Co.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  transported  front  the  District  of  Columbia  into 
th<*  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  Ibis  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  esseittially  of  a mixture  of  aloes,  licorice, 
uva  ursi,  buchu,  capsicum,  and  a resin-btairing  drug. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  cer- 
tain statements,  borne  on  the  circuhir  accompanying  the  boxes  containing  the 
article,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  they  misled  and  deceived  the  ]mr- 
cluiser  into  the  belief  that  Bliss  Native  Herbs  could  be  successfull5-  used  in  the 
treatment  and  cure  of  autc-intoxication,  intestinal  indigestion,  rheumatism, 
dyspepsia-indigestion,  kidneys  and  bladdei',  liver,  catarrh,  grippe,  the  blood, 
piles,  malaria,  and  chills  and  fever,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not 
effective  for  the  purposes  named. 

On  December  30,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  Ihe  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S42S.  Blis.s  Native  TT.  S.  * * * v.  .*>  Boy.eii  Boxes 

of  Bliss  Native  Hei*l>s.  Defaxilt  deei'ces  of  comlejuiiatl<m,  forfei- 
ture, aii‘1  dei^truetioii.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  11332,  11333.  I.  S.  Nos.  14G03-1', 
14004-r.  S.  Nos.  13-1752,  E-1753.) 

On  October  9,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  .Tersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
3 dozen  boxes  of  Bliss  Native  Herbs,  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article 
liad  been  shipped  on  or  about  August  28,  1919,  by  David  Mathewson,  Williman- 
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tic,  Conn.,  and  (ransported  from  the  State  of  Connecticnt  into  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Bliss  Native  Herbs  are 
manufactured  by  the  Alonzo  O.  Bliss  Medical  Company,  of  Washington,  D.  C.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a mixture  of  aloes,  licorice, 
buchu,  uva  ursi,  capsicum,  and  a resin-bearing  drug. 

IMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that 
certain  statements,  borne  on  the  circular  accompanying  tlu'  boxes  containing 
the  article,  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  they  misled  and  deceived  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  Bliss  Native  Herbs  could  be  successfully  used  in  the 
treatment  and  cure  of  auto-intoxication,  intestinal  indigestion,  rheumatism, 
dyspepsia-indigestion,  kidneys  and  bladder,  liver,  catarrh,  grippe,  the  blood, 
piles,  malaria,  and  chills  and  fever,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not 
effective  for  the  purposes  named. 

On  December  30,  1910,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


8129.  Ailiilteratioii  Kutl  ini.sljvaii cling-  of  Tonkn  Oats  ami  Tonka  3Iixecl 
Oats.  V.  s.  * * * V.  64,000  and  48,700  Ponncls  of  Tonka  Oats 

anti  64,000  Fomicls  of  Tonka  Mixed  Oat.s.  Con.sent  decrees  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture.  Product  i*eleased  on  kond.  (F.  »Sc  D. 
Xo.  11510.  I.  S.  No.  S077-r.  S.  Xo.  C-1587.) 

On  or  about  November  26,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Virginia,  acting  upon  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  64,000  and  48,790  pounds  of  a product  invoiced  as  “ Tonka 
Oats  ” and,  upon  information  furnished  by  the  Dairy  and  Food  Commissioner  of 
the  State  of  Virginia,  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  64,000  pounds 
of  a product  invoiced  as  “ Tonka  Mixed  Oats,”  remaining  unloaded  from  cars, 
at  Petersburg,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Franke 
Grain  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  on  or  about  October  18,  1919,  and  November  4,  1919, 
and  by  the  Bingham-Hewett  Grain  Co.,  Louisville,  Ky..  on  or  about  November 
10,  1919,  and  transported  from  tlie  States  of  Wisconsin  and  Kentucky  into  the 
State  of  Virginia,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  certain 
substances,  to  wit,  wheat,  barley,  weed  seeds,  wild  oats,  and  worthless  material, 
or  wheat,  barley,  rye,  chaff  stems,  weed  seeds,  and  worthless  material,  had  been 
mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect 
its  cjuality  and  strength,  and  Inid  been  substituted  wholly  and  in  part  for  the 
article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  labels  of  the  article  bore 
certain  statements  regarding  the  i,ngi-edients  and  substances  contained  therein 
vrhich  were  false  and  misleading  in  certain  particulars,  that  is  to  say,  that 
the  freight  bills  covering  the  shipments  designated  and  described  the  article  as 
“ Oats  Alixture  ” or  “Bulk  Oats,”  and  the  invoices  designated  and  described  the 
article  as  “Tonka  Oats”  or  “Tonka  IMixed  Oats,”  which  said  statements  were 
intended  to  describe  and  indicate  all  of  the  ingredients  and  substances  con- 
tained in  the  article,  but  which  said  statements  did  not  describe  and  indicate 
all  of  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein. 
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On  December  24,  1019,  I.  C.  Lyman,  trading  as  the  Franke  Grain  Co.,  claim- 
ant, Milwaukee,  YTs.,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the 
proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  .'i?G,000,  in  con- 
formity with  section  10  of  the  act. 

F.  D.  Ball,  AcUnc/  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

8430.  AO  ulteraiio?!  of  .sliell  esA's.  F.  S.  * ^ .Taase.^s  Vir,^il  Boriniif 

jijul  Tiiooia.s  Borins'  (J.  T.  Boi’iiis  & Bro.p  Plea  of  S'liilty, 

Fine,  ^2.t.  (F.  & D.  No.  8940.  I.  S.  No.  9507-p.) 

On  April  7,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  hj  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a]i  information  against 
James  Virgil  Boring  and  Thomas  Chester  Boring,  copartners,  trading  as  J.  V. 
Boring  & Bro.,  Houston,  Miss.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  al)0ut  .July  24,  1917,  from  the  State  of 
Mississippi  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were 
adulterated. 

Examination  of  20  cases  (ISO  eggs  from  each  case),  taken  from  the  shi])inent, 
by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department  shou  ed  that  57S  eggs,  or  16.05  per 
cent,  were  inedible. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  infoianation  for  the  reason  that 
it  consisted  in  wliole  or  in  part  of  a decomposed  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  April  6,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  .$25. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Kecretanj  of  Agrlcult ure. 

S43T.  A<lullera4ioii  nii«l  inislji’jimlin?.;'  of  i-ioe  Uraii.  F.  S.  * v. 

CIiuvlcs  ,J.  F'reolund  ami  Tlioisias  B.  Fi-eelaml  (Aiiiericaii  Rice  Slill- 
iuji'  Co.).  Flea  of  s'oSlty.  Fine,  ansi  eo.si.s.  (F.  & D.  No.  90.10. 

I.  S.  Nos.  15S03-P,  15805-p.) 

On  April  29,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  IVesterii  District  of 
T.ouisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  tlie  United  States  for  s*aid  district  an  information  against 
Charles  J.  Freeland  and  Thomas  B.  l"reeland,  copartners,  trading  as  the  Ameri- 
can Bice  .Milling  Co.,  Crowley,  La.,  alleging  shipment  )>y  said  defendants,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  February  14  and  Februarj’  27, 
1918,  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into  the  State  of  Texas,  of  quantities  of  an 
article,  labeled  in  part  Bice  Bran  ='•=  Manufactured  by  American  Bice 
IMilling  Co.,  Crowley,  La.,”  v.'hich  wa.s  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

Analy.ses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  tlie  following  results : 


Moisturu 

First 

SHIPMEXT. 

Per  cent. 
8 48 

Second 

SHIPMENT. 

Per  cent. 
7.  S3 

Ether  extract 

_ _ 12.  03 

13.  04 

Crude  fiber 

16.  70 

17.  52 

Crude  protein 

10.  66 

10.  88 

Ash 

12.33 

12. 15 

Acid-insoluble  ash 

7. 40 

7.  32 

Besults  indicate  presence  of  added  rice  hulls. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  in  both  shipments  "was  alleged  in  the  information 
for  the  reason  that  rice  hulls  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there^Yith  so  as  to 
lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been 
substituted  in  part  for  rice  bran,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

r\Eis'branding  of  tlie  article  in  both  shipments  vras  alleged  for  the  reason  that 
llie  statements,  to  wit,  “ Rice  Bran  * Guaranteed  Amilysis  - - 

Protein  not  less  than  12.00  per  cent  * Crude  Fiber  not  more  than  lo.OO 

per  cent,”  borne  on  the  tags  attached  to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regiird- 
iug  it  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  were  false  and 
misleading  in  that  they  represented  that  said  article  coiisi.sted  v>-holly  of  rice 
bran,  and  that  it  contained  not  less  than  12  per  cent  of  protein  and  not  more 
than  F5  p/Or  cent  of  crude  fiber,  and  for  tlie  further  recison  that  it  was  labeled 
as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  said 
ailicle  consisted  wholly  of  rice  bran,  and  contained  not  less  than  12  per  cent 
of  protein  and  )iot  more  than  15  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  whereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  said  article  did  not  consist  wholly,  of  rice  bran,  but  consisted  in  part  of 
rice  hulls,  and  did  contain  less  than  12  per  cent  of  protein  and  more  than 
15  per  cent  of  crude  fiber,  to  wit,  10.6G  per  cent  of  protein  and  1G.70  per  cent  of 
crude  liV»er,  and  10.88  per  cent  of  protein  and  17.52  per  cent  of  crude  fiber, 
resjiectively. 

On  I>eceml)er  fO.  1010,  a plea  of  .guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on 
behalf  of  tlie  defendants,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

K.  I).  Ball,  Acihig  Secretarg  of  Agriculture. 

S432.  JuLslsrainlaii.^;’  of  viitcftar.  F.  S.  * * * v.  ft.  ]>f. 

llijgJie.s  & Co.,  SI  l*iesi  of  Fine,  (J\  & I). 

No.  085:1.  I.  ,S.  No.  8780-1). ) 

On  51ay  12,  191^,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Vdestern  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
Distiict  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
R.  51.  Hughes  & Co.,  a corporation,  Louisville,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  December  21, 
1917,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Louisiana  of  a quantity  of 
an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ White  Distilled  Vinegar  100  Grain,”  wiiich  was 
adulterated  and  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  was  low  in  acid  strength. 

.Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  vrit,  a vinegar  of  less  than  100  grain  strength,  h.ad  been  mixed 
and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its 
quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  vinegar  100  grain, 
V hich  the  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  aile.ged  for  the  reason  that  tlie  statement,  to  wit,  “ White 
Distilled  Vinegar  100  Grain,”  borne  on  the  barrels  containing  the  article,  re- 
garding it  and  tlie  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false  and 
misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  said  article  was  vinegar  100  grain,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  -was  labeled  as  foresaid  so  as  to  deceive 
and  mislead  the  pu.rchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  was  vinegar  100  grain,  whereas, 
in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  was  not  vinegar  100  grain,  but  was  a vinegar 
of  less  than  100  grain. 

On  October  14,  1919,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  Avas  entered  on  be- 
half of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ffccretarg  of  Agriculture. 
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S4:4:».  A<lul4erstti<»ii  aii«l  isiiisltrnnain;^-  of  evaj»oi*ate<l  mill.:.  II.  * ♦ * 

lOiiiJieiflnw  inik:  Sz  Cream  Co.,  a Corj»ora  iioa.  Plea  of  nolo  eosi- 
tei!  sieve.  Fine,  .*SJ>0.  (F.  <fc  I).  No.  10 118.  I.  S.  Nos.  1040-p,  1055 -p, 

IGSO-p.j 

At  tlie  November  term  of  tlie  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
■\Vesterii  District  of  Wmshing ton,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
aforesaid  an  information  against  the  Eniiinclaw  INIilk  & Cream  Co.,  a corpora- 
tion, Enumclaw,  Wash.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act.  as  amended,  on  or  about  (bctolier  20,  1917,  fr<nn  the  State 
of  Washington  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  on  November  C>  and  November 
10,  1017,  from  the  State  of  Washington  to  the  republic  of  France,  of  quantities 
of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Blue  Ribbon  Brand  Evaporated  IMlik,  Weight  of 
Contents  1-lb.,”  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  In  each  instance  that  it  consisted  of  an  insufiiciently  concen- 
trated milk  product  and  that  the  quantity  of  the  contents  of  the  cans  averaged 
less  than  1 pound. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  in  tlie  information 
for  the  reason  that  a partially  evaporated  milk  liad  been  mixed  and  packt'd 
therevrith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  aftect  its  quality  and 
strength,  and  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  evaporated  milk. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  for  tlie  reason  that 
the  statements  ‘‘  Evaporated  Milk  *’  and  Weight  of  ( 'ontents  1-lb.,”  borne  on 
the  cans  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and  the  ingredients  and  substances 
contained  therein,  were  false  and  nhsleading  in  that  they  represented  that  said 
article  was  evaporated  milk,  and  that  each,  of  said  cans  contained  1 pound  of 
the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled,  as  aforesaid  .so  as 
to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  said  article  was  evapo- 
rated milk,  and  that  each  of  said  cans  contained  1 pound  of  the  article,  whereas, 
in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  was  not  evaporated  millc,  but  was  a partially 
evaporated  milk,  and  eacli  of  said  cans  did  not  contain  1 pound  of  the  article 
but  contained  a less  amount,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  a partially 
evaporated  milk  and  was  prepared  in  imitation  of,  and  offered  for  sale  and  sold 
under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article,  to  wit,  evaporated  milk.  IMls- 
branding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  food  in  pack- 
age form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously 
marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  December  30,  1919,  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  was  en- 
tered on  behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a line  of  $90. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agrieulture. 

S434.  Aflullea-atiosj  of  .slseil  T'.  S.  * * * v.  A’ictor  J.  Yajisoji.  Flcii 

of  s'uiliy.  Fi«e,  (F.  & D.  No.  10593.  I.  S.  No.  5G51-r.) 

On  September  12,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North 
Dakota,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Ahetor 
J.  Yanson,  Newbiirg,  N.  Dak.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation 
off  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  July  3,  11)18,  from  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  into  the  State  of  Minnesota,  of  a quantity  of  shell  eggs  which  were 
adulterated. 
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Examination  of  5 cases  (ISO  effgs  from  oacli  case)  by  the  Bureau  of  Chem- 
istry of  this  department  sliowed  a total  of  13S,  or  15  per  cent,  inedible  eggs. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a tilthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  animal  sub- 
stance. 

On  Octolier  11,  1910,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a line  of  2.5. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Actinff  .Secretai'i/  of  Agriculture. 

8fP5.  Af of  coltonseesl  eaUe.  I'.  S.  * * * v.  G.  I.reT\is, 

Kraiilv  Jones,  anil  J«»sepJa  G.  f.e’i’^  i.s  < tie^viM-Simas-Jones  Co.). 
1‘ieas  of  suiJlIy.  Fine,  (F.  & No.  10005,  I.  S.  No.  19i:i2-p.) 

On  .Tuly  12,  1020,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  ('ourt  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Dlanuel  G.  I.evris,  Frank  .1.  .Tones,  and  -Toseph  G.  Letvis,  copartners,  trading  as 
the  Lewis-Simas-.Jones  Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  r)rugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
December  20,  1917.  from  the  .State  of  O'aiifornia  into  the  State  of  Nevada,  of  a 
quantity  of  an  an-ticle,  invoiced  as  cottonseed  cake,  which  was  misbranded. 

Ivlisln-anding  of  the  article  vtas  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  i-eason  that 
it  was  food  in  ]>:ickage  form,  amd  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  <>]i  tlie  outsifle  of  the  package. 

On  .July  23,  1920,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  infonnation, 
and  the  court  im})osed  a.  hue  of  upon  each  defendant,  or  a total  of  .Sl.50. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ^ecrctanj  of  Agriculture. 

SiJh.  Ah  of  rnisisis.  F,  8.  * * * . 2121  Csj.sc.s  ami  204  Boxe.s 

of  Fiij^raJed  Kai.sSi!«.  Consent  deeree.s  (ff  e<ti»detnnation  asul  foi’- 
feitnre.  Fr«>-«!net  released  ntiJer  l»nn«l.  ( F.  cK:  D.  Nos.  11070,  11074. 
1.  S.  Nos.  2048-r,  2044-r.  S.  Nos.  AV-4G4,  Vf-lCo.) 

On  or  about  August  15, 1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  VFestern  District 
of  VVa.shington,  acting  upon  a report  l)y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  liled  in 
the  District  Court  of  tlu'  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  221  casi's  and  204  boxes  of  ungraded  raisins,  remaining  in 
the  origijial.  unbroken  packages  at  Seattle,  5Yash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
Peen  shipped  l>y  E.  Y.  Foley.  Fresno,  Calif.,  on  5iarch  29  and  .July  2,  1919,  re- 
spectively, and  transported  from  tlie  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, and  charging  adulteration  i!i  violation  of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Avct. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  lil>els  for  the  reason  that  sand 
had  been  mixed  and  jiacked  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously 
affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a decomposed  vegetable  sulistance. 

On  November  17,  1919,  the  two  cases  having  been  consolidated,  and  Angelo 
Merlino,  trading  as  the  Metroiiolitan  Grocery  ('o.,  Seattle,  AVasb.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels  and  consented  to  a decree,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs 
of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  in  conformity 

with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrcturg  of  Agriculture. 
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S437.  ArtKlteratloii  aii«l  sniKbi'ninliug-  of  vineg-ar.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Jamea 
31.  Ivistler  (Ivistiei*  3 ijiegsir  3\'orka).  Plea  of  iiolo  eoiiteinleec. 
Fine,  .«?iO.  (F.  & D.  No.  11945.  I.  S.  No.  7921-1-.) 

Oil  ]\Iai*c]i  11,  1920,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
I’ennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  fileil  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
James  M.  Kistler,  trading  as  the  Kistler  Vinegar  Works,  Stroudsburg,  Pa., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended,  on  or  about  February  28,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Pennsyivania  into 
the  State  of  Kentucky,  of  a quantity  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Northern 
Spy  Brand  Pure  Fermented  xVpple  Cider  Vinegar  lieduced  to  (40)  Grains  Acid 
Strength,  J.  M.  Kistler,  Propr.  Stroudsburg,  Pa.,”  which  was  adulterated  and 
ini.sbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sanipJe  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  was  low  in  acid  strength. 

Adulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to 
lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been- 
substituted  in  part  for  pure  fermented  apple  cider  vinegar  reduced  to  40  grains 
acid  strength,  AN  hich  the  article  purported  to  be. 

]Misl)randing  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  M’it,  “ Pure 
Fermented  A]>ple  Cider  Vinegar  Beduced  to  (40)  Grains  Acid  Strength,”  borne 
on  the  barrels  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and  the  ingredients  and  sub- 
stances contained  therein,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that 
said  article  v.uis  pure  fermented  apple  cider  vinegar,  reduced  to  40  grains  acid 
st]-ength.  and  for  the  further  reason  tliat  said  article  was  labeled  as  aforesaid 
so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  was  pure 
fermeided  apple  cider  vinegar  reduced  to  40  grains  acid  strength,  whereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  was  not  pure  fermented  apple  cider  vinegar  re- 
duced to  40  grains  acid  strength,  but  was  a product  reduced  to  less  ihan  40 
grains  acid  strength.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  April  2G,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a tine  of  810. 

E.  D.  Bat.l,  Acting  Secrefarg  of  Ag)icntt lire. 

S4o8.  A<1  iilUovntioJi  «iul  mislu-jimliuR’  of  oanuetl  salmon.  F.  .8.  « « * v. 

J.USG  C'a.se.s  of  EveryPod> ’.s  Brasul  Ala.slta  Pialc  Salmon  ami  440 
Cases  of  Tal>le  Pride  Brand  Alaslca  Salmon.  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  released  on  l^ond.  (F.  & U. 
Nos.  12530,  12531.  I.  S.  Nos.  3412-r,  3413-r.  S.  No.  W-590.) 

On  INIarch  29,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
AVashington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  1,386  cases  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Everybody's 
Brand  Alaska  Pink  Salmon  ” and  44G  cases  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Table 
Pride  Brand  Alaska  Salmon,”  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages,  at 
Seattle,  MM.sh.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Columbia 
Salmon  Co.,  Seattle,  AATish.,  from  Tenakee  Inlet,  Alaska,  November  24,  1919,  and 
transportetl  from  the  Territory  of  Alaska  into  the  State  of  MMshington,  and 
charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 


288 


BUREAU  OF  CFIEMISTPvY, 


[Supplement  99, 


Adiillei’alion  of  tlie  article,  with  respect  to  both  brands,  was  alleged  in  the 
libel  for  the  reasoii  that  it  consisted  in  wliole  or  in  part  of  a hitiiy,  decomposed, 
and  pntrid  animal  substance. 

iUisbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  article  labeled  in  part,  “ Eveiy- 
l>ody's  Brand  Alaska  Pink  Salmon,'’  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  on  the 
label,  “Fresh  Salmon,”  v;as  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the 
purchaser  since  the  in-odiict  was  partly  <lecomposed. 

On  July  lo,  1920,  the  Colnmbia  Salmon  Co.,  a corporation,  claimant,  Seattle, 
Wash.,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  wa.s  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  iiroceedings  and  tlie  execution  of  a bond,  in  conformity  with  section 
10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  said  claimant  separate  the  good  portion 
from  the  bad  under  the  supervision  of  a representative  of  this  department,  and 
that  the  bad  i)ortio*n  of  said  product  be  destroyed. 

E.  D,  Ball,  Acting  Secrefanj  of  Agriculture. 

.Sl.aO.  Ailultevatiosi  ai»d  of  lioiiey.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Swift  & 

Co.,  a Corporation.  I’lea  of  goilty.  Fine,  .^100.  (F.  & D.  No.  12809. 

I.  S.  No.  2797-r.) 

On  August  18,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Distiact  of  Oregon, 
actijig  upon  a report  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Swift  & Co.,  a 
coi'poration,  doing  business  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  com- 
pany, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  July  30,  1919,  from 
the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  AVashington,  of  a quantity  of  an  article, 
labeled  in  pa.rt  “ Queen  Bee  Brand  California  Honey  * * * California  Honey 

Company,  Portland,  Oregon,”  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  tha-t  it  contained  about  35  per  cent  of  commercial  glucose. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a substance,  to  ^^’it,  commercial  glucose,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength, 
and  had  l)oen  substituted  in  part  for  honey,  which  tlie  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  “ Honey,”  borne 
on  the  labels  attached  to  the  bottles  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and  the 
ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that 
it  represented  that  the  article  consisted  wholly  of  honey,  and  for  the  further 
reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  said  article  consisted  wholly  of  honey,  vrhereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  so  consist,  but  consisted  in  part  of  commercial  glucose. 

On  August  26,  1920,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8110.  A'dijJterjitioBi  tomato  csit.sisp.  U.  S.  * * * v.  SSI  Cases  of  To- 

laato  Catsop.  Ilefaalt  rteerec  of  eomleotiiatioii,  forfeitwre,  aii«t  <te- 
stracticii.  (F,  X D.  No.  S5S1.  S.  No.  E-913.) 

On  November  9,  1917,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  5Iiddle  District 
of  Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled 
in  the  District  Court  of  th.e  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  881  cases  of  tomato  catsup,  at  Scranton,  Pa.,  alleging  that 
the  article  was  shipped  on  or  about  September  21,  1917,  by  the  Monmouth  Seed 
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Co.,  Afatawan,  N.  .T..  and  transported  from  tlie  State  of  New  Jersey  into  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  oliarging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

Adnlteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  the  article  con- 
sisted in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  mnd  putrid  tomato  product. 

On  .January  19,  1020,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  pi-operty,  .judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Pall,  Aciing  Secretai-g  of  A^gricultvrc. 

8441.  AdMltcration  a«<l  inislu'amlijis:  of  vines^ar.  U.  g.  * + » 

Hsiglie.s  & Co.,  a Corpoiatioii.  I’lea  of  gsiilty.  Fiase,  (F,  & D. 

No.  9002.  I.  S.  No.  11909-p,  12122-p.) 

On  Ainll  28,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentiicky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
It.  M.  Hughes  & Co.,  a corporation,  T^ouisville,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
compan.v,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  on  or  about  January  10, 

1918,  and  October  28,  1917,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of 

Alissouri,  of  a quantity  of  an  article,  labeled  in  pa.rt  “ Distilled  •■=  - Vine- 

gar 80  grain,”  which  vras  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  was  of  less  than  80  grain  acid  strengtli. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a substance,  to  wit,  a vinegar  of  less  than  SO  grain  strength,  had  been 
mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce  and  in.jiiriously  affect 
its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  vinegar  80  grain, 
which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

IMisbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  Vvdt,  “ Vine,gar 
80  grain,”  borne  on  the  barrels  containing  the  article,  regarding  it  and  the 
ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  was  false  and  mi.sleadig  in  that 
it  represented  that  said  ai'ticle  was  vinegar  80  grain,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  article  was  lal)eled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  pur- 
chaser into  tlie  belief  tlmt  it  was  vinegar  80  grain,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
said  article  was  not  vinegar  80  grain,  l)ut  was  vinegar  of  less  than  80  grain. 

On  October  14,  1919,  a plea  of  guilty  to  tb.e  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  corpor.ation,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  ,$2.1. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccretanj  of  Agrlctilture. 

S442.  70  i.sSsj-fs  iiil  i of  Presoripf  loii  1000  ion.  U.  s.  * * * v. 

lloi-.eu  Bottle.s,  More  or  of  Fre.seription  lOOO  Iii.leet ion.  Bc- 

•f’aisit  deeree  of  eoiid eicination,  fo'rfeit lire  mid  de.'^l motion.  (F.  & D. 
No.  10.301.  T.  8.  No.  13004-r.  S.  No.  E-1404.) 

On  June  12,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Aliddle  District  of 
Penns.vlvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  3 dozen  bottles  of  Prescription  1000  In.jection,  at  Wilkes- 
Barre,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April  2, 

1919,  b.v  the  Beese  Chemical  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  misbranding  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a dilute  solution  of  potas- 
sium permanganate. 
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iMisbraiiding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  cer- 
tain statements  appearing  in  the  circular  accompanying  the  article,  regarding 
its  curative  or  therapeutic  effects,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the 
article  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  gonorrhea  and  gleet  in  obstinate  cases 
where  immediate  results  are  desired,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not 
effective. 

On  December  1,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  liy  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccretarg  of  Agriculture. 

S443.  of  Fs-esoription  1000  Iiitoriial  and  External.  U.  S. 

* * * V.  20  Bottles  of  Labeled  in  Pai*t,  “ Prescript  ion  lOOO 

luternsil  ” and  17  Bottles  of  Brass  Bal>elod  in  Part,  “ Prescription 
1<»00  External.''  Defanlt  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeitarc,  and 
destr section.  (F.  A D.  Xo.  10507.  I.  S.  Nos.  26-3S-r,  2G39-r.  S.  No.  W-400.) 

On  .Time  IS,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  th.e  United  States  for  said  district  a liliel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  certain  articles,  labeled  in  part  “ Pre- 
scription 1000,*’  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  consigned  by  the  Eeese  Chemical  Co., 
Cleveland,  Oltio,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April 
26,  1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Washington, 
and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  liy  the  Bnreau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  Presci  iption  1000  Internal  consisted  essentially  of  an 
emulsion  of  cojiaiba,  with  methyl  salicylate,  and  that  the  Prescription  1000  Ex- 
ternal consisted  of  a dilute  solution  of  potassium  permanganate. 

Misl)]-:inding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substauce  in  the  libel  in  that  cer- 
tain statements  appejired  in  the  circular  accompanying,  on  the  cartons  enclos- 
ing, and  on  the  l)ottles  containing  the  articles,  regarding  their  curative  or  thera- 
peutic effects  as  a remedy  for  gleet,  gonorrhea,  bladder  troubles,  frequent  urina- 
tion and  inflammation,  which  statements  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the 
drugs  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of 
curing  the  diseases  named. 

On  September  2.5,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

8444.  of  Bift'  G.  U.  S.  * * * v.  101  Bottles  of  a Drusr 

Babeletl  iu  Part,  “ Big:  G,  a Xou-i)oisonoas  Tonic  Anti.septic  Pre- 
pared by  Evans  Cbemieal  Company,  Cincinnati,  OSiio.o  Befanlt 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  desti'uctioii.  (F.  & D.  No. 
10512.  S.  No.  W-401.) 

On  .Tune  18,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Big  G,” 
at  Spokane,  Wash.,  afieging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  Sep- 
tember 23,  1918,  l)y  the  Evans  Chemical  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  misbranding 
in  violation  of  Ihe  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bnreau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  of  an  aqueous  solution  of  borax  and  berberiiie. 
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:\nsbraiKliiig  of  the  article  vras  alleged  in  8iil->staiice  in  the  libel,  in  that  cer- 
tain statements  in  the  booklets  accompanying,  on  the  cartons  enclosing,  and  on 
the  bottles  containing  the  article,  regardiiig  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects 
of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the  arlicle  to  be  a non- 
poisonous  tonic,  and  to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  unnatural  discharges  of  the 
urinary  organs,  catarrh,  hay  fever,  and  inflamed,  ulcerated,  itching  conditions 
of  the  skin  and  mucous  membrane  or  liidngs  of  tlie  mouth,  nose,  throat,  eye, 
and  ear,  gastritis,  hemorrhoids,  gonorrhea,  gleet,  balanitis,  bubo,  inflammation 
and  swelling  of  a lymphatic  gland  of  the  groin,  leucorrhea,  whites,  and  catan-h 
of  the  vagina,  AAhereas  it  was  not  effective. 

On  September  25,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  .liulg- 
nient  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Scci'etarg  of  Agricultnre. 

84  45.  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  * * * v.  72  Cans  of  Oli^e  Oil. 

Default  <iecree  of  eoinlemiiLation  an«l  forfeiture.  Product  ordered 
sold.  (F.  & D.  No.  10555.  I.  S.  No.  1500G-r.  S.  No.  E-1401.) 

On  .Tune  12,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  72  cans  of  olive  oil,  at  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April  22,  1919,  by  the  Venice  Importing  Co.,  Nc\v 
York,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania. and  chai-ging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Representative  sani])les  of  the  article,  consisting  of  22  cans,  examined  by  the 
Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department  showed  a shortage  in  fiuantity  of  the 
contents  of  5.41  per  cent. 

IMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  the  statement  on 
the  lal)el  of  the  can,  regarding  its  (‘ontents,  to  wit,  “ One  Quart,”  was  false  and 
misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  the  contents  of  the  cans  were  1 quart, 
whereas  they  were  less  then  1 quart.  Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in  that 
the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  of  the 
said  package  was  iiot  correctly  stated  on  the  package. 

On  .Tanuary  19,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  })ropert.v,  .iudgment 
of  condemnation  and  foiTeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  l>e  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ^ecretang  of  Agriciitt nrc. 

844(».  31  of  Slioi't  Slop  producls.  U.  S.  * * * 2 Dozen, 

3fove  or  fjC.s.s,  BollleN  of  ;»  Di-u^-  Dalieleil  “ Sisort  Slop  In.gcetiou, 
Pir.'it  Slnjir,”’  2 Dozen.  3Eore  or  IjC.ss,  Bottles  of  n Drnsf  Jinlcelejl 
“ Sliort  Stop  Tii.ieelion,  Second  Stsjs;e,”  and  **  Dozen  Bottles,  More 
or  f.e.ss,  of  a Driii;-  I>al»eled  “ .SJjort  Slop  Capsules.’’  Default  deci*ee 
of  eoitdemnalion,  forfeiture,  asiti  ilestruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  10839. 
I.  8.  Nos.  7791-r,  7792-r,  7793-r.  S.  No.  C-13G7.j 

On  .July  15,  1919,  the  Ujilted  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  P'nited  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  a certain  quantity  of  certain  products,  labeled  “ Short  Stop,”  at  Cin- 
cinnati. Ohio,  consigned  on  or  about  .Tune  14,  1917,  and  December  7,  1918,  by  the 
Massmann  Chemical  Co.,  Covington,  Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
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transported  from  the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  vioijition  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  tiie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  Short  Stop  Injection,  First  Stage,  consisted  of  a dilute 
aqueous  solution  of  zinc  sul])hocarl)olate,  berberine  sulpiiate,  a tiTice  of  phenol, 
and  bismuth  hydrate  in  suspension,  that  the  Short  Stop  Injection,  Sec-ond  Stage, 
consisted  essentially  of  a dilute  aqueous  solution  of  zinc  sulp'hate,  })eFoerino 
sulphate,  and  phenol,  and  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  essentially 
of  sodium  carbonate,  methylene  blue,  and  salol. 

Misbi’anding  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
appearing  in  the  circular  accompanying,  on  the  carton  inclosing,  and  on  the 
label  on  the  package  containing  the  arti(‘le,  regarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic 
effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the  article  to  be 
effective  as  a remedy  for  gonorrhea,  gleet,  leucorrhea,  kidney  and  bladder 
atfections,  and  chronic  seminal  and  mucous  discharges,  and  to  prevent  contagion, 
Avliereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  effective. 

On  JMarch  10,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

F.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretarg  of  AgrictiUurc. 

8417.  A<Hillers?tion  of  olive  oil.  TV  S.  * * * v.  11  1-Gallon  Cans  an«!  11 

i-Gallon  Cans  a i*ros!ue1  Pmiioriiug-  to  lie  Olive  Oil.  llefanlt 
eleevee  of  eoii«lemnati«m  ami  forfeitssre.  i’eotluet  or<lere«l  soOI. 
(F.  & D.  No.  11148.  I.  S.  No.  ir,o:)l-r.  S.  No.  EMG81.) 

On  August  30,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agiicultui-e,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a lil)el  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  a I'croduct  purportijig  to  be  olive  oil,  at 
Carbondale,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  Julj’  9, 
1019,  by  Sbrioli  & Fania,  New  York,  N.  Y".,  and  transported  fro]u  tlie  State  of 
NeAV  Y'orlv  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  tlie  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  tliat  it  consisted  of  a mixture  of  corn  and  peanut  oils  with  lit- 
tle or  no  olive  oil,  and  tliat  the  cans  examined  Avere  short  volirme. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  a mixture  of  oils 
containing  no  appreciable  amount  of  olive  oil  laid  been  mixed  rmd  pack'cd  Avitb, 
and  substituted  Avholly  or  in  part  for,  the  said  product  juu’pGrting  to  be  olive  oil. 

INIisbranding  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  that  the  statements,  to  Avit, 
“ Qualita  Superiore  Olio  Tidpolitania  Puro  Garantito  Sotto  Qualsiasi  Analisi 
Chimica,”  together  Avith  a picture  of  the  map  of  Italy  and  a Avoman  holding  tlie 
Italian  flag,  and  “ 1 Gallon  Net  ” and  f Gallon  Net,’’  respectively,  Avere  false  and 
misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  the  article 
Avas  a foreign  product,  and  that  it  Avas  olive  oil,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
it  Avas  not  a foreign  product  and  Avas  not  oliA'e  oil.  Furlher  misbranding  Avas 
alleged  in  that  the  quantity  of  the  contents  of  each  can  was  mh  plainly  and  con- 
spicuously marked  on  the  outside  thereof. 

On  .Tanuary  20,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Avas  entered,  and  it  Avas  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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8448.  3Iisl»raii«lintt  of  3iillvs  Kmiilsioii.  V.  S.  * * * v.  Gi'W  lioKcii,  3Ioi-e  or 

liows,  Ivur^e  Bottle.M  an«l  13  Dozen,  More  or  Less,  Small  Boltles,  of 
31iilvS  L.malsioii.  Defanlt  tlseree  of  eoiuleiiiiiatioji,  forfeilnre,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  11302.  I.  S.  Nos.  l.jllO-r,  l.-')l20-r.  S No 
E-ITOO.) 

On  October  8,  1910,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  IVtiddle  District  of 
Ihainsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  Gik  dozen  large  bottles  and  12  dozen  small  bottles  of  Milks 
Emulsion,  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  July  20,  1919,  and  August  8,  1919,  by  tlie  iMilks  Emulsion  Co.,  Terre  Haute, 
Ind.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
and  charging  misijranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  l)y  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partmeiit  sliowed  tliat  it  consisted  iiiainly  of  petrolatum  with  smali  amounts  of 
glycerin,  sirup,  and  methyl  salicylate. 

IMisbranding  of  th.e  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
appearing  on  the  label,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  of  the 
article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the  article  to  be  effective  as  a 
remedy  for  dyspepsia,  indigestion,  catarrh  of  stomach  and  bowels,  bronchial 
asthma,  catarrhal  croup,  bronchitis,  and  especially  beneficial  in  incipient  con- 
sumption, whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not.  Further  misbranding  was 
alleged  in  that  the  statement  in  the  booklet  accompanying  the  article,  regard- 
ing the  article,  to  wit,  “ Contains  a great  amount  of  fat,'’  was  false  and  mislead- 
ing in  that  the  article  contained  no  fat.  Further  misbranding  was  alleged  in 
that  the  statements  on  the  cartons  inclosing  the  article,  regarding  it,  to  wit, 
“ Net  weight  tweidy-two  ounces  and  “ Net  weight  twelve  ounces,”  respectively, 
were  false  and  misleading  in  that  tlu'  contents  of  the  article  in  the  re.spective 
packages  were  less  tlir.n  22  ounces  and  less  than  12  ounces. 

On  December  1,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  .ludgment 
of  condenmatiou  and  foi-feiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
thid^  the  product  )je  destroyed  l)y  tlie  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Baf.l,  Actiii'j  Secretanj  of  Agriculture. 

8 440.  .ViiJ GLs-ule.  L.  .8.  * * =:=  v.  15  Bottles  of  Autiln-ule. 

deeree  of  coiideusviat iois , forfeiture,  uird  dcstr iietiou.  ( F. 
& 1*.  No.  1j82.1.  I.  S.  No.  T344-r.  S.  No.  C-1G41.) 

On  or  about  Decemlter  22,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle 
r)islrict  of  Tennessee,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  15  bottles  of  Antibrule,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken'  packages  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Crescent  Chemical  Co.,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas,  on  or  about  June  30, 
1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 
The  a.rticle  vais  labeled  in  part,  “ Antibrule  Analgesic,  Anodyne, 

Antiseptic,  Anilipyretic,  =•=  * A Remedy  for  Croup,  Tonsilitis,  Carbuncles, 

Gonorrhoea,  Leucorrha'a,  Varicose  Veins,  Ulcers  * =•■  Recommended  for 

Eczema,  Erysipelas,  Nasal  Catarrh  and  Itching  Piles.’’ 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  tiiat  it.  consisted  of  an  ariueous  solution  of  picric  acid  con- 
taining small  amounts  of  picrates. 

IMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  suhstance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  labels  on  tlie  bottles  contained  the  above-quoted  statements,  regarding 
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the  curative  ami  therapeutic  effects  of  said  article,  which  were  false  and 
fraudulent  in  tliat  tlie  product  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  in- 
gredients capable  of  i»roducing  the  effects  claimed  in  said  statements. 

On  July  8,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  Ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  Uiiited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acthuj  Secretary  of  Agricnlturc. 

S450.  of  tojsiaio  i»as<e.  U.  S.  * * 10  Cases,  Eaeli  Cou- 

taiiiijis'  Cans  «>f  T«»suafo  Paste.  Def.'ialt  deevee  of  eomlemna- 

ti«>ii,  forfeiture,  aii<l  destrueti oil.  (F.  & D.  No.  8013.  I.  S.  No.  1225— p. 
S.  No.  E-1008.) 

On  April  1,  1918,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
}*ennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Tomato 
Baste,”  at  Hazelton,  Ihn,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about 
November  In,  1917,  by  Potts  & Kaufmann  (Inc.),  Perth  Amboy,  N.  J.,  and  trans- 
])orted  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
chai'ging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  j)art  of  filthy,  decomposed  tomato  paste. 

On  January  19,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  Unit  the  product  he  destroyed  ]>y  tlie  United  States  marshal. 

E.  1).  Ball,  Avtiity  ^eerctanj  of  Agriculture, 
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Anchovie?;,  saltod.  See  Fish. 

AutibL'uie  ; 

Ci-oscent  riiomical  Co 8449 

.Vppk'S,  evaporated  : 

Hamilton,  A.  C.,  & Co_  8409,  8409 

Fi-  G : 


N.  -T.  No. 

( ; o!  don  s(>a  1 , bora  ted . Scr  Bi“-  G. 

Ilerijs,  Bliss  nati\-e  : 

Bliss,  Alonzo  O.,  iMedicnl 

Go 8427,  8428 

IMathewson.  David 8428 

Honey  ; 


Evans  Ciieinical  Co 8444 

Black  Cajis  : 

Safety  Remedy  Co 8422 

Blackberry  preserves.  Sec  Preserves. 

Bliss  native'  lu'rbs  ; 

Bliss.  Alonzo  O.,  Medical 

Co 8427,  8428 

Mathewson,  David 8428 

Borated  gohlcn.seal.  Nee  Big  G. 

Brail.  See  Feed. 

Biudin,  extract  of  : 

Bluinauer-Frank  Drng  Co__  8424 
Burkhart's.  Dr.,  V('gelal)le  coinpound  : 

Burkhart.  Dr.  W.  S 8419 

Capsules,  San.ger's,  Iir.  : 

Sanger  & Co 842.5 

Short  Stop  : 

Massniann  Chemical  Co 844(3 

Catsup,  tomato.  Sec  Tomato  catsup. 
CharAIed-Sal  ; 

Blackman  Slock  Remedy 

Co 8402 

Cottonseed  cake.  See  Feed. 

Diarrhea  mixture: 

Blumauer-Frank  Drug  Co__  8424 

Eggs  : 

Boring,  .T.  & Bro 84.10 

Yauson,  Victor  J 84:34 

Evaporated  apples.  Sec  Apples. 

milk.  See  IMilk. 

Feed,  bran,  rice  : 

American  Rico  IMilling  Co__  8411 
cottonseed  cake  : 

T.ewis-Simas-Jones  Co 843.5 

oats  : 

Bingham-Hewett  Grain  Co_  8429 

Franko  Grain  Co 8429 

Femaline  : 

Blumauer-Frank  Drug  Co 8424 

Fish,  anchovies,  salted  : 

Chardinalo  & Lafata 8405 

salmon  : 

Columbia  Salmon  Co 8438 

tuna  : 

Curtis  Corporation 8410 

G,  S.  remedy  : 

Gross,  Louis  M 8420 


Swift  & Co 8439 

Injection,  I’rescription  1000  : 

Rt'cse  Chemical  (h> 8442 

Kidney  and  liver  remedy  : 

Blumauer-Frank  Drug  Co__  8424 
IMarmalade,  orange  : 

('alifornia  Packing  Co 8417 

51  ilk,  evaporated: 

Enumclaw  5Iilk  & Cream  Co_  8433 
51ilks  Emulsion  : 

5Iilks  Emulsion  Co 8448 

Oats.  Sec  Feed. 

Oil,  olive  : 

Sbrioli  & Fauia 8447 

Venice  Importing  Co 8445 

salad  : 

Emilio,  Roberto 8421 

Olive  oil.  See  Oil, 

Orange  marmalade.  See  5Iarmalade. 
Oranges  : 

Produce  Fruit  Co 8404 

Prescription  1000  ; 

Reese  Chemical  Co 8442,  8443 

Preserves,  bla.ckberry  : 

California  I'acking  Co 8418 

Pu rola  pi’opa ni  1 ions  : 

Blumauer-Frank  Drug  Co_  8424 

Raisins  : 

Bonner  Packing  Co 8403 

Chaddock  & Co 8412 

Foley,  E.  Y 8408,  843(3 

Haas  Bi’os 8407 

Rosenl)erg  Bros.  & Co 8413 

Rice  bran.  See  Feed. 

Saccharin,  soluble  : 

Sethness  Co 8422 

Salad  oil.  Sec  Oil. 

Salmon.  See  Fish. 

Salubriu  : 

Salubrin  Laboratory 8410 

Sanger's,  Dr.,  capsules  : 

Sanger  & Co 8425 

Santaloids,  Stearns  : 

Stearns,  Frederick.  & Co__  8414 
Sarsaparilla  coinpound  with  iodid  of 
potash  : 

Blumauer-Frank  Drug  Co_  8424 
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Short  Stop  : X.  -T.  No.  | 

Massmann  Chemical  Co 8440 

Stearns  Santaloids  : i 

Stearns,  Frederick,  & Co 8414  1 

Stops  It  In  One  Da.v  : j 

O.  K.  Ilemedy  Co 8411 

Taljlets,  Bliss  jiative  herbs : 

Bliss,  Alonzo  O.,  Medical 

Co 8427,  8428 

Mathewson,  David S42S 


Texas  Wonder  : 

Hall,  E.  W. 


8420 


Tomato  catsup  : N.  i 

Monmouth  Seed  Co 

lYoods  Cross  Canning-  Co_ 
paste  : 

I'otts  & Kaafinann__ 

Tomatoes,  canned  : 

Chi.uo  Caunii’.g  Co 

Tuna  fish.  .S'cc  Fish. 

Vegetable  compound  : 

Burkart,  Dr.  IV.  S 

Vinegar : 

Hughes,  R.  M.,  & Co_  8402, 
Kistler  Vinegar  Works 


1.  No. 
8440 
8401 

S4.j0 

841o 


8419 

8441 

8497 


WAsnixGTOx  : goyeunmext  raixTixG  office  ; 1921 


S:'.  n.  -\. — r])ciii.  Snppi.  luo. 


Ts^.iiod  Mircb  11,  1021. 


United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 

BUREAU  OF  CHEMISTRY. 

C.  L.  ALSBERG,  Chief  of  Bureau, 


SERVICE  AND  REGULATORY  ANNOUNCEMENTS. 

SUPPLEMENT. 

N.  J.  8151-8500. 

[Apitroved  l»y  tli*'  Acliiig  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  ll.  Felmiary  28,  1021.] 


NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Givini  piirsiumt  lo  scM-riun  4 of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

.Sl.ll,  >I  ishra  iiili  nu'  «»•’  oil.  I.  S.  ='  * * v.  2U1  (>a11ouM  of  Table  Oil 

ji  imI  1.  s.  * > . o.S  'i  (ialloas  of  Table  Oil.  Default  rteeree  of 

eoiul4‘iiiii:(lion  and  forfeiture.  l*ro<luet  4nalere«l  K<»l4l.  (F.  & D.  Nos. 

!)457,  0458.  ].  S.  Xo.s.  i::72C-r,  i::727-r.  S.  Nos.  K-1158,  E-1159.) 

Oji  November  11),  1018,  the  UiiUe(]  States  attorney  for  Uie  Aliddlc  District  of 
1‘c‘imsylvaiiia,  acting;  upon  a i*cpdi’t  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  tlie 
liislriet  Court  of  tlu^  riiived  State.s  for  said  distiaet  libels  for  the  sei.'^ure  and 
• 'oiidemiiatioii  of  e('rtain  (jodiitities  of  a ct'rtain  article,  lal)ele<l  in  part  “Table 
Oil  La  Migliore  Brand,’’  :it  Scranton,  Pa.,  and  Wilkcs-Bai'i-c,  Pa.,  alleging  that 
the  artieb'  bad  betai  sbijd'cd  on  oi-  altont  October  11,  1918,  and  on  or  about  June 
*J1.  1918,  by  Crisafnlli  Bros.,  New  Amrlc,  N.  V.,  and  t raiisjtorted  from  the  State 
of  New  A^ork  into  the  State  (»f  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  misbi’aiiding  in  vio- 
la ii<ni  of  the  Food  and  Diuigs  Act.  as  amended. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  in  each  .sbi])meiit  was  alleged  in  the  libels  in  that 
the  .article  was  food  in  ])ack:ige  form,  and  the  contents  were  not  plainly  and 
coiispicnonsly  mai-ked  on  the  onts!(b>  of  IIk'  package  contandng  the  food.  Fnr- 
tli(M-  jidsbianiding  wa.s  alleged  in  I bat  tlie  labels  on  the  cans  containing  the 
.ai'tirlc,  re.speeti  vcly,  ‘Opairter  Gallon"  and  ” <)ne  Half  Gallon,”  represented 
tlnn  tile  contents  of  the  cans  wan-e.  la'spca-tively,  [ gallon  and  gallon,  whereas, 
in  liauli  and  in  fact,  the  contents  of  the  cans.  i-especti\eiy,  were  less  than  J 
gallon  and  bcss  than  I gallom  l^nrtlu'r  ndsbi-anding  was  alleged  in  that  tlie 
statmnents  on  the  hduds  on  tlie  cans,  " First  Quality  Table  Oil,  La  Migliorc 
Bi'and  Insnjierali  !e  (’ottoPi’’  (or  "('oru  ")  "Salad  Oil  Compound  witli  Extra 
1’dne  Olive  Oil,"  logetlier  with  the  i-cpia'seiitation  of  an  olive  ti‘ee,  were  false  and 
misleading  and  desigiu'd  to  deccave  and  mislead  tiie  jmrcliaser  by  I'ejiresenting 
the  .said  oil  to  lie  olive  oil,  whereas,  in  tnrib  and  in  fact,  the  said  oil  was  not 
olive  oil.  but  cons'sted  almo.^t  eidirely  of  cotton  oil  in  one  sbipimMit  and  coiai  oil 
in  tin'  otlier.  jnisbranding  nas  aliog('d  in  that  cotton  oil  in  one  ship- 
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ment  and  corn  oil  in  tlie  other  had  been  substituted  almost  wh(>]|y  fur  olive  oil, 
ivhich  the  articles  purported  to  be. 

On  January  19,  1920,  no  claimant  having-  appeared,  .iudgments  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  were  entered,  - and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
protlucts  be  sold  l>y  the  Ignited  States  marshal. 

E.  I).  Ball,  Acfliu/  Sccretaru  of  Agriculture. 

Sl-jg.  Asliiltei’atiou  ami  luisbi-amlins'  of  olive  oil.  I’.  S.  * * * 31 

Galloiv.s  of  a Pi'odnct  Puvpovtiiis-  lo  l»e  Olive  Oil.  Oefaxilt  decree 
of  eoademiiatioii  ami  forfeifni'c.  Prod  act  or«lei-c<l  .sold.  (F.  & D. 
No.  10232.  I.  S.  Nos.  13.585-r,  133SG-1-.  S.  No.  E-13TG.  i 

On  May  12,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  -for  the  jMiddle  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  a certain  quantity  of  an  article  purporting  to  be  olive  oil,  at  Scran- 
ton, Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April  24,  1919, 
by  X.  P.  Economou  & Theodos,  X'ew  York,  X^.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Xew  York  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  viohuion  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  tlavored  with  a small 
quantity  of  olive  oil  and  that  the  quantity  of  the  contents  of  the  cans  was  less  than 
1 gallon  and  -1  gallon,  respectively,  as  labeled. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  the  article  con- 
sisted essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  which  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part 
for  the  article  which  the  labels  on  the  package  purported  the  contents  thereof 
to  be,  to  wit,  olive  oil. 

Alisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  that  the  statements  on  the  labels  on 
the  cans,  regarding  the  contents  of  the  cans,  A Finest  Quality  Table  Oil,  Insup- 
erabile  Termini  Imerse,”  together  with  the  pictorial  designs  and  devices  thereof, 
were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser  in  that  it  pur- 
ported to  be  a foreign  product,  when  it  was  not  a foreign  product.  Further 
misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  the  article  was  an  imitatiou  of,  and  was  olfered 
for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article,  to  wit,  olive  oil.  Further 
misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  in  that  the  products  were  articles  of  food 
in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  in  each  case  was  not  de- 
clared, that  is  to  say,  Avas  not  correctly  stated. 

On  January  1,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  .judgment  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  Av as  entere«l,  and  the  product  Avas  ordered  sold  iw  the 
United  States  marsliai. 

E.  D.  Ball.  Actiixj  Scerctar)/  of  Agriculture. 

S ir>3.  .Adulteration  ami  iiLisl>ra^jdS n.ii’  of  aeetaniiid  and  saiol,  aeeti»licne- 
tidin  ami  .salol,  codeine  snlnliate,  ami  morpliine  stilylmte  tal)lets. 
U.  S.  * * V.  Bowman,  llell  & Co.,  a Cori»oration.  Plea  of  nolo 

contendere.  Fine,  .‘{550.  (F.  & I>.  No.  10240.  I.  S.  Nos.  303G-p,  3037-p, 

3040-p,  3041-p.)  , 

On  October  21,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  )>y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Bow- 
~nan,  Mell  & Go.,  a corporation,  I-Iarrisburg,  Pa.;  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  on  or  about  Alay  15,  1918,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  DelaAvare.  of  quantities  of 
inigs,  labeled  in  part  “Tablets  Acetanilide  and  Salol  Acetanilide  21  grs. 
Salol  24  grs.,*’  “ Compressed  Tablets  Acetphenetidin  and  Salol  Acetphenetidin 
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2h  gi-s.  Salol  2i  .UTS/’  “Hypodermic  Tablets  Codeine  Sulphate  :1  gr.,’*  and 
“ Hypodermic  Tabbds  Aioi'jdiine  Sulphate  v S'l'-,’’  which  were  adulterated  ami 
nushranded. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  hy  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
])artment  showed  the  following  average  shortages:  Acetanilid  and  salol  tablets, 
acetanilid  0.29  .grain,  or  11.0  per  cent,  salol  0.31  grain,  or  12.4  per  cent:  acet- 
phenetidin  and  salol  tablets,  acetphenetidin  0.21.5  grain,  or  8.6  per  cent,  salol 
0.31  grain,  or  12.4  per  cent;  codeine  sulphate  tablets,  codeine  sulphate  0.0329 
.gi-ain,  or  13.10  per  cent;  morphine  sulphate  tablets,  morphine  sulphate  0.015 
grain,  or  12,0  per  cent. 

Adidteration  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  the  intonnation  for  the  i-eason 
that  theii-  sti'ength  and  puilty  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  (piality 
under  whi(*h  they  were  sold  in  iliat  the  “Acetanilide  and  Salol  Tablets”  was 
a product  which  contained  less  than  21  .grains  of  acetanilid  and  less  tlian  24 
grains  of  salol  per  tablet,  to  wit,  2.21  grains  of  acetanilid  and  2.19  grains  of  salol 
jKU-  tablet  and  was  sold  as  a pi-oduct  Avhich  contained  21  grains  of  acetanilid  and 
21  grains  of  salol  per  tablet;  the  “Acetphenetidin  and  Salol  Tablets”  was  a 
}>roduct  which  contained  less  than  21  .grains  of  acetphenetidin  and  less  tlmn  21 
grains  of  salol  per  tal)let,  to  wit,  2.285  grains  of  acetpheneUMln  and  2.19  graijis 
of  salol  per  tablet,  and  was  sold  as  a lu'oduct  whicli  contained  21  grains  of 
acet])henetidin  and  21  grains  of  salol  ]»er  tablet ; the  “ Codeine  Sulphate  Tablets  ” 
was  a ])roduct  which  contained  less  than  ^ grain  of  codeine  snlt»hate  })ei’  tablet, 
and  uas  sold  as  a ju’odnct  whicli  contained  not  less  than  I .grain  of  codeine 
sulphate  per  tablet;  and  (lie  ^lorjihine  Sulphate  Tablets”  was  a iiroduct 
which  contained  less  than  ^ grain  of  moi'phine  sulphate  per  tablet,  to  wit  O.IKI 
grain  of  morphine  sn Ijihati',  and  was  sold  as  a product  wlii<-h  contained  l grain 
of  morjihine. 

.Misbranding  was  alle.ged  for  the  reason  (hat  (be  statements,  to  wit,  ‘ Com- 
pressed  Tablets  "=  =•=  =•=  Acetanilide  21  grs.  Salol  21  grs.,"  “ Comiiressed 

4'ablets  " * Acet))lumetidin  21  grs.  Salol  21  grs.,"  “ Hytiodermic  Tablets 

Codeine  Sul))ba(e  i gr..”  and  •*4'able(s  IMorphine  Sulphate  1 gi'.,”  l*orne  on  the 
laliels  attached  to  (he  Ijottles  containin.g  the  articles,  regardin,g  the  articles  and 
the  in.gredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  were  false  and  misleading 
in  (hat  they  repia'sented  that  each  of  said  tablets  contained  not  less  than  21 
grains  of  acetanilid  and  not  h'ss  than  21  grains  of  salol,  not  less  than  21  grains 
of  acetphenetidin  and  not  less  than  21  .grains  of  salol,  not  less  than  i .gi*ain  of 
codeine  sulphate,  and  not  less  than  i grain  of  morphine  .sulphate  per  tablet, 
respectively,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  taldets  did  contain  less 
(hail  21  grains  of  acetanilid  and  less  than  21  grains  of  salol,  less  than  21 
gi-ains  of  acetphenetidin  and  less  (han  21  .grains  of  ,<alol,  less  than  i grain  of 
codeine  sulphate,  and  less  than  i .grain  of  morphine  sulphate  per  tablet,  re- 
.sitectively,  to  wit,  2.21  grains  of  acetanilid  and  2.19  grains  of  salol,  2.285  grains 
of  acetphenetidin  and  2.19  grains  of  salol,  0.217  grain  of  codeine  sul]thate, 
and  0.110  grain  of  morphine  sulphate  per  tablet,  respectively.  Misbranding 
was  alle.ged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  articles  contained  acetanilid,  acet- 
phenetidin (a  derivative  of  acetanilid),  codeine  (a  derivative  of  opium),  and 
morphine  sulphate  (a  derivative  of  morphine  alkaloid),  nnd  the  labels  failed 
(0  bear  statements  of  the  quantity  or  proportion  of  acetanilid,  acetphenetidin 
(a  derivative  of  acetanilid),  codeine  (a  derivative  of  opium),  and  morphine 
sulphate  (a  derivative  of  morphine  alkaloid)  contained  therein,  , 

Oil  October  21,  1919,  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  was 
entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  companjg  and  the  court  imposed  a hue  of  850. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccretarij  of  AgnicuUuix. 
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8454.  Misl»raii«liuft  «if  8.  O.  S.  V.  s.  * * * v.  'A  Doxeu  Fat*ka«ew  o't  S.  O.  S, 

Dcfiiiilt  <!ct*re*‘  «*oml eJiiJiatiim,  tovIVitii re,  <lest (F.  & 

D.  No.  lO.lOn.  ].  S.  Xo.  1500.1-1-.  S.  Xo.  E-140n. ) 

On  June  Hi.  1910,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tlie  Aliddle  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting-  upon  a.  i-eport  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  tlie 
District  Court  of  the  United  Sta.tes  for  said  district  a libel  for  tlie  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  R dozen  ivackages  of  S.  O.  S.,  at  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  alleging  tbat 
tlie  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  alKuit  April  2(3,  1919,  by  the  S.  Pfeiffer  Mfg. 
Co.,  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  and  triinsported  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  and  clia.rging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  consisted  of  2 pu-eparatioiis,  an  injection  and  gelatin 
pearls  for  internal  use.  The  injection  was  composed  essentially  of  an  aqueous 
solution  containing  thymol,  sulphates  of  zinc  and  magnesium,  and  glycerin. 
The  pearls  contained  a mixture  essentially  of  s*antal  oil,  copaiba  balsam,  oil 
of  cinnamon,  and  a fixed  oil. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  certain  statements 
on  the  label  of  the  package  containing  the  article,  regarding  the  therapeutic  or 
curative  effects  of  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  the  article 
to  be  effective  as  a remedy  for  gonorrhea  and  gleet,  whereas  it  was  not  effective. 

On  December  1,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appoaiXHl  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnatioif  and  forfeiture  was  emtered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the.  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Ac1hi<j  Hccrctarn  of  Af/riciiltiirc. 

.S4.‘».'>.  ^fi-sbramlijia'  «»f  Mendenliall’.s  X«.  40.  I’,  s.  * * * v.  A7  Bottles, 

More  or  lioss.  of  Men deiiballVs  Xo.  40.  Dc-rmilt  decree  of  coii«lem- 
natiou,  forfeitrare,  a nd  dexfrnetioii.  t F.  & 1>.  Xo.  10o44.  I.  S.  Xo. 
]500o-r.  S.  Xo.  P:-146U.) 

On  June  11,  1919,  the  Ihiited  States  attoi-ney  for  the  ^^liddle  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  labeled  in  part  “ Menden- 
liall's  No,  40,”  at  York,  Pa.,  alleging  that  tlie  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  November  7,  1917,  by  the  J.  C.  Mendenhall  Medicine  Co..  Evansville,  Ind., 
and  transported  from  the  8tate  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
and  charging  misbraJHling  in  violation  of  tire  T\>od  ami  Drugs  Act.  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  potassium  iodid,  ammonia, 
salicylates,  licorice,  an  unidentified  alkaloid,  glycerin,  sugar,  alcoliol,  water, 
and  possibly  acetates  and  resinous  plant  material. 

Alisbranding  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  iu  substance  in  the  libel  in  that  cer- 
tain statements  in  the  circular  accompanying,  on  the  cartons  enclosing,  and  on 
the  label  on  the  bottle  containing  the  article,  regarding  its  thera’peutic  and  cura- 
tive effects,  falsely  aud  framlulentiy  represented  the  article  to  he  effective  as  an 
anti-syphilitic,  anti-rheumatic,  cholagogue,  uric  acid  solvent,  and  emmenagogue, 
and  to  be  employed  in  rheumatism,  catarrii,  constipation,  malaria,  biliousness, 
jaundice,  and  diseases  of  the  liver,  kidneys,  and  siileeu,  mercurial,  lead,  and 
zinc  poisoning,  syphilis,  tumors,  nodes,  .goitre,  lui>us,  buboes,  scaly  skin  diseases, 
mucous  patclires,  indolent  ulcers,  cankerous  aud  scrofulous  sores,  pimples,  chan- 
croids, boils,  carbuncles,  eczema,  psoriasis,  salt  rhemn,  tetter,  sciatic  lumbago, 
rheumatic  neuralgia,  chronic  pleurisy,  pericarditis,  hydrocephalus,  aneurisms, 
leucorrhea,  gonorrhea,  and  gleet,  wliereas  it  was  not  effective. 
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Oil  J)ecejiil>er  1,  1919,  no  (•laimaiil  liavins  appeared  for  tlie  product,  jiidgmeut 
of  coiideiiiiiation  and  forfeiture  ^Yas  entered,  and  tlie  court  ordered  tlie  product 
destroyed  by  the  United  States  rnarsiial. 

E.  D.  T>alt.,  Acthi!/  Sccrctai'ij  of  Ayi  iculUn-c. 

Adultoraiioii  of  vaiNiiiN.  U.  S.  * * * 1.*>0  Ca.st-s*  of  Califovnia 

|{aiii-damu^e«i  rUaseat  Haisiiis.  CoiiseiU  doci-oo  of  eon «leiuitaf ion 
and  forfeiture.  l*r«n!i!et  released  on  bond.  ( E.  iV:  1).  No.  11102.  I.  S. 
No.  20PJ-r.  S.  No.  W-IOO.  ) 

On  nr  about  August  20,  1919,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Westei-n  Dis- 
trict of  Wasiiington,  acting  u]wn  a re]>nrt  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricuiture,  filed 
in  tlie  Disirict  ('ourt  of  tlie  Xhiited  States  for  said  district  a liliel  for  the  seizure 
and  (.‘ondeinnatinn  of  InO  cases  of  an  article,  hdieled  in  part  “California  Ilain- 
dainagiMl  Muscat  Raisins,”  remaining  in  the  original  unliroken  jiackages  at 
Seattb',  Wash.,  alleging  thal  the  article  had  )»een  shipped  by  the  California 
Associati'd  Raisin  ('o.,  Del  Rey.  ('alif.,  on  .Inly  19,  1919,  and  transported  from 
the  Slate  of  ('alifornia  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and  charging  adultera- 
tion in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulti'ration  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel’ for  the  reason  that  sand 
had  been  mixed  and  ]mcked  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously 
alfect  its  ipiality  and  strength,  and  for  ilie  further  reason  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  pail  of  a filthy,  decoinposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  February  17,  1920,  tbe  llalian  Im])orting  Co.,  claimant,  baving  consented 
to  a (h'cree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfi'iture  was  entei-ed,  and  it  was 
ordcj-iMl  by  th(‘  court  lhat  the  pi-operty  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  the 
I'xecution  of  a bond  in  t he  sum  of  S.500.  in  confonnity  with  section  lO  of  the  act. 

F.  D.  Rau.,  AcH.iio  ficcrciarjf  of  Agriculture, 

SI.'T.  ion  ;iiiU  in i^ib ru nU i it ;;  ttf  iilfalfii  meal.  T . S.  * * * v.  200 

Sucks  «*t  UroAvii  All'nlfu  35c:il.  Default  tleovec  of  coiidcinnation, 
f«i i-f«-i t II  re.  and  dost  riictioii.  ( F.  & D.  No.  111-lU,  S.  No.  C— IGIO.) 

On  D(‘cembei-  <»,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  u|)on  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
ilemnation  of  200  sacks  of  an  article,  purpoiling  to  be  brown  alfalfa  meal,  at 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleging  that  Ihe  article  liad  been  shipped  on  or  about  October 
24,  1919,  )»y  th(‘  Orown  Feed  Co.,  Independence,  Kans.,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Kansas  into  tlie  State  of  ^Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  artide  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  the  presence  of  a large  admixture  of  foreign  grasses. 

Adultei’athui  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  it  was  held  in  vio- 
la lion  of  section  7 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

iMisbranding  of  the  article  waw  alleged  in  that  it  was  held  in  violation  of 
si'ction  S of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 

On  June  2,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  ficcrctarg  of  Agriculture. 

.Sb“>8.  Mi.sbrauUiuft  of  oli^  e oil.  1.  S.  * " v.  Gabriel  Carbatea.s  anil 

\ieliolas  S.  Moiialios  (N.  S.  31onabo.s).  Plea.s  of  suilty.  Fine, 

(F.  & D.  No.  11984.  1.  S.  No.  12728-r.i 

On  July  uO,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  Disti-ict  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretaiy  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
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District  Court  of  tlie  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Gabriel  Carbateas  and  Nicholas  S.  Monalios,  trading  as  N.  S.  Monahos,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  April  16,  1919,  from  the  State  of  New 
York  into  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  of  a quantity  of  olive  oil  which  was  mis- 
branded. The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “Extra  Fine  * " " Olive  Oil 

* * * Net  Contents  1 gallon  ” or  “ 1/2  gallon.*’ 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  an  average  sliortage  of  2 per  cent  in  the  gallon  cans  and  1.8 
per  cent  in  the  1-gallon  cans. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Net  Contents  1 Gallon,”  or  “ Net  Contents  1/2  Gal- 
lon,” as  the  case  might  be,  borne  on  the  cans  containing  the  article,  regarding 
the  article,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  each  of  said 
cans  contained  1 gallon  or  1 gallon  net  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  said  article  Avas  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceiA’^e  and  mislead  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  each  of  said  cans  contained  1 gallon  net  or  Ir  gallon 
net  of  the  article,  Avhereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  said  cans  did  not  con- 
tain 1 gallon  net  or  1 gallon  net  of  the  article,  but  contained  a less  amount. 
Misbranding  Avas  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  Avas  food  in 
package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  Avas  not  plainly  and  conspicu- 
ously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  August  i-8,  1920,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Hecrctarg  of  Agriculture. 

.S450.  Adulteration  and  uiisbraiidiiijL^'  of  alfalfa  meal.  F.  s.  * * * 420 

Saclvs  of  Alfalfa  Meal.  IDefaalt  deeree  of  eondeiuiiatioii  and  foi‘- 
feitiii’e.  Prodact  released  on  iMtad.  (F.  & D.  No.  12015,  I.  S.  No. 
llG47-r.  S.  No.  C-19T9.) 

On  June  16,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  a certain  quantity  of  a certain  article,  lalieled  in  part  “ No.  2 
Alfalfa  Meal,”  at  Memphis,  Tenii.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  June  5,  1920,  by  North  Bros.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and  charging  adultera- 
tion and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  shoAved  that  it  consisted  of  a mixture  of  ground  alfalfa  and  prairie 
hay,  or  similar  material. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  libel  in  that  materials  other 
than  alfalfa  meal  had  been  mixed  and  packed  Avith,  and  substituted  Avholly 
or  in  part  for,  alfalfa  meal.  It  Avas  further  adulterated  in  that  it  Avas  mixed 
and  packed  in  a manner  Avhereby  its  inferiority  Avas  concealed. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  AA\as  alleged  in  that  it  Avas  an  imitation  of,  and 
Avas  otfered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of.  another  article.  Further 
misbranding  Avas  alleged  in  that  it  was  an  article  of  food  in  package  form, 
and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  tliereof  Avas  not  marked  upon  the  containers. 

On  September  9,  1920,  North  Bros.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Avas  entered,  and  it  Avas 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  filing  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $892, 
in  conformity  Avith  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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84«0.  Misbrandiiis  of  Injection  Zip,  V.  S.  * * v.  S Doxen  Itottle.H  of 

Injection  Zip.  Default  decree  of  condenination,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.  (F.  vSt  D.  No.  10308.  I.  S.  No.  G594-r.  S.  No.  C-1221.) 

On  May  17,  1019,  the  Uiuted  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota, 
acting  upon  a report  by  tiie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condenination 
of  S dozen  bottles  of  Injection  Zip,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  Duluth,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  liad  been  shipped  by  the  Baker-Levy 
Cliemical  Co.,  Indianapolis,  link,  on  or  about  December  27,  1017,  and  transiiorted 
from  tlie  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  charging  misliranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  tiie  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  tins  de- 
])artment  showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a solution  containing  salts  of 
zinc  and  lead,  opium,  and  lierberine,  in  alcohol  and  water. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  certain  statements  aiipearing  on  the  cartons  and  labels  of  the  boUles 
containing  the  article  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  to  wit,  (label!  ••Injec- 
tion Zip.  This  Injection  cannot  proiluce  stricture  * * ‘k’’ 

(carton)  “ Injection  Zip  Warranted,"  (circular)  “ - - For  Male  or  Female. 

'Po  be  used  for  Gonori-hoai,  Gleet  and  Leucorrhoea.  " An  excellent  iiri'pa- 

i-ation  for  the  treatment  of  Gonorrlupa,  Gleet  and  Leucorrhma  for  mah‘  or 
female.  the  best  injection  on  the  market  for  the  ])ur])ose.  l.adies 

Ironbled  with  Leucorrhma  (AVhites)  will  obtain  a speedy  relief  " 
were  false  and  fi-audulent  in  that  said  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient 
or  combination  of  ingri'dients  cai»al>le  of  producing  the  curative  and  therapeutic 
(dfects  claimed. 

On  July  ](),  1010,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  e(mdemnatioii  and  forfeiture  was  (altered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  tlu'  court 
that  the  product  be  destmyi'd  hy  the  United  8tates  marshal, 

F.  D.  Ball,  Aciiiif)  ^ccrctorn  of  Ai/rirtilt ui'C. 

SIUI.  H isbvji  ii<5  i i»  oi'  Saliibriu.  IL  S.  * * * v.  Tii  lIotdeM  of  SaioUrin  A 

:ju(l  1'2  of  Saliibrin  It  ami  9 Dozen  Kottle.s  «»f  SaltEl>riii  A 

'2  Dozen  Itodle.s  of  .Salnliriu  B.  Consent  deeree.s  <»f  e«HMlei!i  na- 
tion ami  forfeitiive.  l’ro«lael  released  on  liond.  ( F.  & I>.  Nos.  1031.3, 
10314.  I.  S.  Nos.  0932- r,  0933-r,  0934-r,  093.3-j'.  S.  No,^.  C-1222,  C-122::.) 

On  .May  2.‘>,  1010,  the  United  States  attorney  for  ihe  District  of  Minnesota, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretai’y  of  Agriculture,  liled  in  the  District  (jouiT 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  liliels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  oi 

01  bottles  of  Salubrin  A and  12  l)ottles  of  Salubrin  B,  at  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
consigned  on  or  about  February  27.  1010,  and  0 dozen  bottles  of  Salubrin  A and 

2 dozen  bottles  of  Salubrin  B,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  consigned  on  or  about  :March 

22,  1010,  and  November  16,  191S,  respectively,  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
liackages,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  by  the  Salubrin  Laboratory, 
Grand  Crossing,  Cliica,go,  111.,  and  trau, sported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into 
Ihe  State  of  Arinne.sota,  and  cbai^ging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part:  (Bottle  and  carton) 
“Directions  for  use  externally  For  Tiinguorm,  Kczema,  Pimples  ;ind 

Other  Irritated  Conditions  of  the  Skin.  For  DandrufI;  and  Falling  Hair.  To 
l>reak  a Fevei^,  or  to  cure  a ('’old.  If  used  in  time,  it  will  stop  Ibieumonia. 
Internally  'y  Salubrin  has  ivro'sed  very  effective  in  Diseases  of  the 

Throat  and  Lungs,  to  break  Fevers  and  to  cure  Colds,,  and  also  as  an  inteiaial 
antiseptic  in  Diandupa  and  D.vspepsia.  In  connection  with  proper  dieting  it  will 
relieve  Rheumatic  Aches  and  Pains,  frequently  due  to  constipation.  As  a 
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Vaj^iiuil  Doiiclie  in  all  etises  of  Tagiiial  Discharge  and  as  an  Enema  in  cases  of 
Hemorrhoids,  Ilectal  Ulcers  and  Constipation.  In  all  diseases  of  the  Nose, 
Throat,  Bronchial  Tubes  and  Lungs ; ” (bottle)  “ Saliibrin  " * will  afford 

the  most  reliable  protection  against  contagion.  It  is  the  best  remedy  for  ex- 
ternal injuries  such  as  i^  ounds  * * * even  when  blood  poisoning  has  set  in. 

It  possesses  remarkable  curative  properties  in  aches  and  in  alfections  of  the 
respiratory  and  digestive  organs;”  (circular)  " Salubrin  * * * 

possesses  the  remarkable  property  of  penetrating  the  tissues  of  the  body  and  in 
many  cases  rendering  harmless  toxins  and  other  poisonous  substances  produced 
by  abnormal  physiological  conditions,  A remedy  of  remarkable  high  value  in 
cases  of  fatigue  and  overexertion.  For  the  care  of  the  skin,  hair  and  teeth.  For 
curing  aches,  burns,  scalds,  wounds  and  sores  of  all  kinds.  Salubrin  has  further 
proved  to  be  of  particular  importance  in  the  treatment  of  many  dangerous  dis- 
eases such  as  blood  poisoning,  coughs,  stomach  troubles  and  tubercular  ulcers, 
and  medical  science  has  thru  its  discovery  obtained  a ne\v  and  powerful 
means  of  combating  disease.  Directions  For  Use  * * * Salubrin  has  the 

property  of  neutralizing  toxins,  and  if  this"  remedy  is  applied  after  an  injury 
or  after  exposure  to  cold,  fatigue,  etc.,  till  danger  may  be  removed.  Blood 
Poisoning,  Boils  and  Pimples,  Catarrhs,  Colds,  Coughs,  Consumption,  Pneu- 
monia, Asthma,  "=  " eliective  not  only  for  preventing  consumption  but 

even  for  checking  the  ravages  of  tubercle  bacteria.  Chills,  Fever,  La  Grippe, 
Diptheritic  Croup, ’Diptheria.  In  cases  of  running  ear  (’chronic  purulent  otiti.s 
media)  no  remedy  erpials  Salubrin  for  quick  action  and  permanent  cure. 
Erysipelas  * * * Numerous  cases  of  chronically  recurring  Erysipelas  of 

the  face,  have  been  cured  by  this  method.  Overstrained  and  inflamed  eyes  are 
much  benefited  by  treatment  with  Salubrin.  Glands,  .swollen  * * * 

Barbers'  Itch  of  the  most  stubborn  character  will  be  cured  by  the  continued 
use  of  Salubrin.  Headache  ami  rheumatism,  herpes,  itch,  scabies,  poison  ivy, 
poison  oak,  prickly  heat,  ringworm,  shingles,  skin  diseases,  eczema,  milkblotch, 
pimples,  acne,  psoriasis,  rash,  salt  rheum,  tetter,  stomach  troubles,  hemorrhoids, 
cons.tipation,  diarrhea,  thrush,  varicose  veins.  Woman's  Troubles: — (A)  For 
painful  menstruation  * falling  of  the  Avomb.  (C)  For  neuralgic  pains 

in  vagina,  or  womb.  Falling  of  the  hair  often  follows  upon  confinement,  but 
it  is  easily  cured  by  treatment  with  Salubrin.  Salubrin  A " * * Directions 

apply  equally  to  Salubrin  ‘A’  and  Salubrin  ‘ B ’ the  medicinal  efficiency  the  same 
in  both.” 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  both  preparations  consisted  essentially  of  alcohol,  ethyl 
acetate,  acetic  acid,  traces  of  aldehyde,  and  AA’ater.  The  product  labeled  “ B ” 
Avas  perfumed. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  Avas  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  aforesaid  statements,  concerning  their  curative  and  therapeutic 
effects,  AA’ere  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  said  products  contained  no  ingredient 
or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  July  8,  1919,  The  Salubrin  Laboratory,  Grand  Grossing,  Chicago,  111., 
claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  Avere  entered,  and  it  Avas  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  products 
be  delivered  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $150,  in  conformity  Avith  section 
10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  AcVuuj  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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of  Injeftioiv  Zip.  U.  S.  * * * a.  42  Botrles,  5)  Dozen 

Bottles,  aii«l  <>  Dozen  Bottles  of  Injeetioii  Zip.  Defanlt  <leerees  of 
eomleiiiimtioM.  f orfeitnee.  ami  «lestruetio?i.  ( E.  & 1).  Nos.  lOSol, 

3 03.52,  10353.  1.  B.  Nos.  T7TT-r,  T7T8-r,  7780-r.  8.  Nos.  C-1224,  C-1225, 

C-1230.) 

On  May  17,  1910,  Oie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Sonthern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting'  nj)on  a report  ))y  the  Secretary  of  Agricnltnre,  tiled  in  the  District 
( ’onrt  of  tlie  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion of  42  bottles,  0 dozen  l)ottles.  and  0 dozen  bottles  of  Injection  Zip,  con- 
signed by  ilie  P>aker-Levy  (’heinical  Co.,  Indiaimpolis,  Ind.,  Octolier  30,  1918, 
January  21,  1919,  and  Octoi)er  29.  1918,  respectively,  remaiidng  unsold  at  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  from  the  State  of 
Indiana  into  the  State  of  (Jhio,  and  charging  ndshranding  in  violation!  of  the 
Food  and  Dnigs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  ailicle  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partiiK'ut  showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  acetates  and  sulphates  of  zinc 
and  h'ad,  opium,  ami  l)erben‘ne,  in  alcohol  and  water. 

Misl)randing  of  the  article  w;is  allege<l  in  suhstan(4‘  in  the  lilal  for  the  reason 
lhat  llio  hotth'  label  and  accomiianying  circuhy  bore  and  contained  statements 
regai-diug  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  thereof,  to  wit,  (bottle)  ” Injection 
Zip.  This  injection  is  an  excellent  i)reparation  and  cannot:  produce 

stricture.  lteli(T  being  sj>eedy.  Shake  the  bottle,'’  (cii'cular)  - for 

Male  or  Ihunale.  To  be  used  for  Conoi-rluea,  Gleet,  and  I.eucorrhma.  * 

J''or  ihe  'Ih'i'atment  of  Gononluea,  Gleet,  and  Ueucorrhoea  for  Alale  or  Female. 

a tried  i>7V]»ai'ation  for  the  above  (liseas(‘s  " 'G  Ladies  troubled 
with  L,eucorrhiea  (Whites)  will  obtain  a speedy  relief.  " =•=  will  aid  the 

most  obstinate  cases  in  from  four  to  live  days  - - which  were  false  and 

fraudulent  in  that  Siiid  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  in-* 
gredicnts  cajfable  of  jjroducing  tbe  effects  claimed,  and  in  that  said  article 
was  insuHicient  of  itself  for  the  successful  ti-eatment  and  cure  of  the  ailments 
and  diseases  for  which  it  was  presci‘il)ed  and  recommended  in  the  aforesaid 
stat('meijts. 

On  Sept(unber  19,  1t>19.  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ments of  condemnat i<jii  and  foi'feituie  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
coui't  tliat  Ihe  jiroduct  be  destroyed  l)v  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  14.  Ball,  Actiiiff  Hrorctarn  of  Aoi'icuUure. 

.S4<;n.  >!  f sUr.'itM!  eu;i'  of  H.  B.  4 . S,  * * A’.  2t  Dozen  Boilles  of  IT.  G.  ('. 

Dt'fnult  <le«M*eo  of  coiui eiii n:i1  i on , f os’fei ture,  ami  destruction.  ( F. 

& D.  No.  10372  ].  S.  No.  7790-r.  8.  No.  C-1251.) 

On  May  28,  1919,  the  Ihuted  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
(Jhio.  acting  upon  a repoi't  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricultiu'e,  hied  in  the  District 
('ourt  of  the  .United  States  foi-  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  24  dozen  bottles  of  an  article  of  drugs,  labeled  in  part  H.  G.  C. 

=■=  - iMaiuifaclured  l)y  tlie  Acme  Chemical  Alfg.  Co.,  New  Orleans,  La.,’’ 

consi.gned  Octobei-  .5,  1918,  I'einaining  unsold  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  alleging  that 
Ihe  ai'ticle  had  l)een  tran.sported  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into  the  State  of 
Ohio,  and  cinn-gin.g  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
pa.rtnient  showed  that  it  cotisisted  of  2 ])reparations,  a liquid  consisting  of  a 
yellow  acpieous  solution  of  berberine  and  borax,  and  a solid  composed  of  ma.g- 
nesium  sulphate. 
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^Mi.sbramliiig  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  bottle  label,  carton,  and  accompanying  circular  bore  certain  state- 
ments regarding  the  curative  or  therapeutic  effect  of  the  article,  to  wit,  (label) 
“ H.  G.  C.  A non  poisoiious  injection  for  gonorrhoea  and  gleet  * * * For 

male  and  female  use  =•=  * " Does  not  cause  pain  or  injury,”  (carton) 
“H.  G.  G.  A safe  and  non  poisonous  injection  for  gonorrhoea  and  gleet  in 
either  sex.  Xon  injurious  injection  for  gonorrhoea  and  gleet  for  male  and 
female,"  (circular)  “ " " " For  leucorrlioea  and  whites  in  females  * * * 
for  catarrhal  conditions,  coryza,  nasal  catarrh,  cold  in  the  head,  clironic 
catarrh  of  tlie  head  =•=  =•=  " conjunctivitis,  catarrh  of  the  mucous  membrane 

covering  the  inner  sui’face  of  the  eyelids  " " Cystitis,  inflammation  of 

the  bladder  * ■=  Iliemorrhoids,  piles  * ••=  For  ulcers  and  open 

sores  it  has  antiseptic  and  healing  qualities  which  were  false  and 

fraudulent  in  tliat  said  drug  contained  no  ingredients  or  combination  of  in- 
gredients cai)able  of  producing  the  elfects  claimed,  and  in  that  said,  product 
was  insuflicient  of  itself  for  the  successful  treatment  and  cure  of  the  ailments 
and  diseases  for  which  it  was  prescribed  and  recommended  in  the  aforesaid 
statements. 

C)n  September  19,  1910,  no  chiimant  having  appeared  for  the  product,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
eourt  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting/  Becrctanj  of  AgyicuUnre. 

Adislteration  of  cats«i>.  F.  S.  * * * v.  195  Ca.se.*^  of  Jlel  Honte 

Tomato  Catsajj.  Dcfa«lt  decree  of  coiitlemuatioii,  forfeiture,  aiul 
destcHctioii.  (F.  & D.  No.  10132.  I.  S.  No.  15377-r.  S.  No.  E-1392.',) 

On  ISIay  27,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Vir- 
ginia, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  195  cases  of  Del  Monte  tomato  catsup,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  cases  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by 
the  Utah  Packing  Corporation,'  Ogden,  Utah.,  December  5,  191S,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Utah  into  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  charging  adultera- 
tion in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance, that  is  to  say,  the  said  article  contained  and  consisted  in  part  of  molds, 
3’easts,  spores,  bacteria,  and  molded  tissue. 

On  December  18,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  tiie  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S-U>5.  of  B-l-F.  F.  S.  * * * v.  33  Cai-foiis  of  .Smnw’.s 

C-I-P  Combination.  Befanlt  decree  of  eoivdemnation,  forfeitxsre. 
anil  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  10535.  I.  S.  No.  15845-r.  S.  No.  E-150G.) 

On  June  10,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  tlu' 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  33  cartons  of  Smaw's  B-I-F  Combination,  remaining  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Berkley,  A^a.,  alleging  that  th(‘  article  had 
been  shipped  by  the  AV.  H.  Smaw  Drug  Co.,  Baltimore,  Aid.,  on  or  about  Alay 
G,  1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Ahr- 
ginia,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended. 
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Analysis  of  a sample  of  Ibe  article  l)y  the  Biirean  of  Chemistry  of  tins  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  of  2 ]>reparations,  an  emulsion  for  internal 
nse  and  an  injection.  The  emulsion  consisted  essentially  of  balsam  of  copaiba, 
oils  of  sandalwood  and  cassia,  glycerin,  and  liqnor  potassre.  The  injection  con- 
sisted of  zinc  sulphate,  opinm,  glycerin,  phenol,  and  water. 

^^lisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  certain  statements  appearing  in  the  circulars  accompanying  the  article, 
regarding  the  cnratiA'e  and  therapeutic  elfects  thereof,  to  wit,  “ tsmaw’s  B-I-F 
Combination  An  emulsion  An  injection  Is  an  old  and  well  known  treatment 
for  Gonorrhea  (Clap),  Gleet,  Leucorrhea  (Whites)  and  other  complaints  due 
tojnflammation  or  Debility  of  the  Urinary  Organs,”  were  false  and  fraudulent 
in  that  tlie  ai’ticle  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  Deceml)er  IS,  1019,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
]iient  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
coni't  that  the  prod\ict  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

K.  1).  Balt,,  Actiuff  i^ecrctunj  of  Agriculture. 

Adult  era  Moil  «a  iierlvraut.  1.  S.  * v.  100  Cases  of  Sauer- 

kraut. Ilefjiult  decree  <»f  eoudemnntioii,  forfeiture,  and  destriie- 
ti.m.  (F.  v'c  1).  No.  10500.  1.  S.  No.  llOlS-r.  S.  No.  C-1204.) 

On  .lune  10,  1919,  the  Ihnted  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  Distilct  ot 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a repoit  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
('oui't  of  the  Cnited  States  for  said  disnOct  a lil)el  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnati(  n of  lOO  cases  of  SilviO*  Cloud  Brand  sauerkraut,  at  Clevehind,  Ohio, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  l)ecn  ship])ed  by  II.  N.  Weller  A Co.,  Uicbmond. 
Mich.,  (»n  oi-  about  April  oO.  1919,  and  transj)orted  from  the  State  of  Michigan 
into  the  Slate  of  Ohio,  and  chai'ging  adulti'ralion  in  violation  of  Ihe  Food  and 
1 naigs  Act. 

Adnlti'ration  of  the  artide  was  alb'ged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  wlioh'  or  in  pai4  <d'  a lib  by.  d(‘C(  iu])o,sed,  and  pun-id  vegetable  sub- 
stance. 

On  Oclober  i:;.  1919.  no  claimant  having  ai>]»eared  for  the  properl.v.  judgnumt 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  uas  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  lh("  ])r<alnct  lu'  desti’oyed  by  ihe  Fnited  States  marshal. 

K.  D.  Ball.  Acfiii</  t<ccrct(irg  of  Agrieult urc. 

.SIUT.  3tis5>raudiuii-  uf  Planters  tioldeii  Cro^vii  Si»eeiiil.  I . S.  * * v. 

12  Dozen  Dottles  of  Planters  tioldejs  Cro^vn  Special.  DefaisJt  de- 
cree of  condeinnatioii,  forfeittire,  and  destmetion.  ( F.  & 1).  No. 
10742.  I.  8.  No.  1053.5-r.  8.  No.  F-1G18.) 

On  .luly  9,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Georgia,  actin,g  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  12  dozen  bottles  of  Planters  Golden  Crown  Special,  remaining  in 
the  original  packages  at  Macon,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by 
the  Planter  Medicine  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  on  or  about  April  29,  1919,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  -Maryland  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  charging  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Aualj^sis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  oil  of  cassia,  methyl  salicylate, 
copaiba,  alkaloids  of  sanguinaria,  ethyl  nitrite,  water,  and  45.0  per  cent  by 
volume  of  alcohol. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the. 
statement  appearing  on  the  bottle,  to  wit,  “ Alcohol  20%, ” was  false  and  mislead- 
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Misbrnridin.ir  -was  allegod  for  tlie  further  reason  tlmt  the  packaiie  contain- 
iiiii:  the  article  failed  to  bear  a statement  on  the  label  of  the  ([uantity  or  pro- 
{>ortion  of  alcohol  contained  therein.  iMisbrandin.a’  was  alleged  in  substance  for 
the  furtlier  reason  that  the  bdUrwing  statements  appearing  on  the  carton  and 
label  of  the  bottle  conlaining  the  article  and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  regard- 
ing the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  thereof,  to  wit,  (carton)  “Planters 
Ctolden  Grown  Special  for  Gonorrlima,  Gleet  and  Diseases  of  a Similar  Character  ; 
Also  to  be  Used  As  a Preventative  * " (bottle)  “ Planters  Golden  Crown 

Special  for  Gonorrhot'a,  Gleet.*’  (circular)  “ * - * A Safe  and  Reliable 

Aledicine  for  Gonorrlnea,  Gleet  and  Diseases  of  a Similar  Character.  * * * 

for  Kidney  Troubles,  Stone  in  the  Bladder  and  all  aching  and  painful  sensa- 
tions in  the  small  of  the  back.  * * * It  will  prevent  stricture,”  were  false 

and  fraudulent  in  that  the  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combina- 
tion of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  Alay  3,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that’ 
Ihe  product  be  destroyed  by  the  Ihiited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctarg  of  Agricnltnre. 

8 K>8.  AlisUraiMliiMs;  of  B-I-F.  V.  S.  * * * v.  5a  Dov^eu  Bottle.s  of  B-I-F. 

Default  ileeree  of  eoiMleiusiatioii,  fovf eiture,  jiskI  rtestruetioii.  (F. 
& D.  No.  10804.  I.  S.  No.  1552S-]'.  S.  No.  E-loOO.i 

On  or  about  July  10,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  Dis- 
trict of  Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
tind  condemnation  of  5:1  dozen  bottles  of  B-T-F,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Berkley,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  the  W.  H.  Smaw  Drug  Co.,  Baltimore,  IMd..  on  or  about  May  21.  1919,  and 
transported  from  tlie  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  charg- 
ing misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  of  2 preparations,  an  emulsion  containing  balsam 
of  copaiba,  oil  of  cassia,  and  glycerin,  and  an  injection  composed  essentially  of 
zinc  sulplmte,  opium,  glycerin,  a small  amount  of  phenol,  and  water. 

jMisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  certain  statements  appearing  in  tlie  circulars  accompanying  the  article, 
regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  thereof,  to  wit,  “ Sinaw's  F-I-F 
Combination  An  Emulsion  An  Injection  Is  an  old  and  well  known  treat- 
ment for  Gonorrhea  ((Jhip),  Gleet,  Ueiicondiea  (Whites)  ami  other  complaints 
due  to  inflammation  or  Debility  of  the  Urinary  Organs  =•=  " were  false 

and  fraudulent  in  that  (lie  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combi- 
nafion  of  ingredients  capal)le  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  December  18,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appetired  for  the  proiaerty.  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entereil.  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  states  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  l^cci-ctarg  of  Agriciittnrc. 

S-IUP.  of  Tiit*  Ci'OHsmno  I".  .8.  * * :!=  v.  42  Bottles 

of  Tiie  Cros.siinaii  Mixtnre.  Defaialt  of  <*oitdomoation,  for- 

feitMve,  aurt  «le.sti-Kctio!i.  (F-  & U.  No.  108(50.  I.  S.  No.  ltio34-r.  8.  No. 
E-K517.) 

On  July  12,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
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condemnation  of  42  ))ottles  of  Tlie  Crossiuan  Mixture,  remaining  unsold  in 
tlie  original  packages  at  ilacon,  (4a.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  Wright's  Indian  Vegetable  Pill  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  May  15, 
P.)19,  and  transported  from  tlie  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Georgia, 
and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  copaiba,  oils  of  lemon,  spearmint, 
and  cassia,  alcohol,  and  watei-. 

Misbranding  of  the  ariicle  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  certain  staiements  ivgarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects 
thereof,  to  wit,  (wrapper  and  bottle  label)  “Recommended  for  the  treatment 
not  only  of  the  active  stages  of  simple  Urethritis  and  of  Gonorrhea,  but  espe- 
cially of  subacute  and  clironic  conditions,  as  (41eet,’’  (circular)  “ * " For 

Treatment  of  Gonorrla'a  and  Gleet  * A cure  destroying  all 

the  germs  of  the  dist^ase  tending  to  prevent  the  complications  and 

attending  dangers  * ••=  were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  article  con- 

tained no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the 
elfects  chiimed. 

On  IMay  .4,  1920,  no  elaimant  having  appetired  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  \s  as  etitered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  1)0  destroyed  by  the  Unite<l  States  mai'shal. 

F.  I).  Hai.l,  Action  Secretary  of  AyricuUnre. 

Si70.  i iin'  of  >lilks  14oi iilxioo.  Ig  s.  * * v.  14  Dozen  Botilex, 

4 Oiinees  Kn«*li.  lO  D«>zeu  Bottles,  .S  Ounees  Eneli,  18  Dozen 
Bottles.  4 Onnees  Ejm'Ti,  an«l  t)  Dozen  Bottle.s,  .8  Ounees  Eaeli,  of 
llilivs  Eiiiulsion.  ('oiisent  deeree  of  etmdeniiiation  and  forfeiture. 
l*roduet  released  on  l»oud.  (F.  & D,  Aos.  11192,  11193.  I.  S.  Nos.  2998-r, 
3000-r,  S.  Xos.  W-48.S,  W-4S9.) 

On  or  about  Septeinber  22,  1919.  (lie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
liistrict  of  California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
liled  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  14  dozen  bottles,  4 ounces  each,  10  dozen 
bottles,  .8  ounces  each,  IS  dozen  bodies,  4 ounces  each,  and  9 dozen  bottles, 
8 ounces  each,  of  Alilks  Emulsion,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken 
jiackages  at  Los  Angeles,  C’alif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  lieen  shipped  by 
(he  Milks  Emulsion  Co.,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  on  May  21,  June  12,  June  3,  and 
.lune  27,  1919,  respectively,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the 
State  of  California,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  Mas  labeled  in  part:  (Cartons,  both  sizes) 
“A  valuable  remedy  for  Dyspepsia,  Indigestion,  Catarrh  of  the  Stomach  and 
Bowels  " * Coughs  due  to  Sore  Throat,  Bronchitis  or  Pneumonia,  In- 
cipient consumption,  Bronchial  Asthma,  Catarrhal  Croup.'  " =•'  strengthens 

the  digestive  organs,  * * enriching  the  blood  and  increasing  the  flesh. 

It  gives  relief  in  curable  Thi-oat.  lamg.  Stomach,  and  Bowel  Troubles,  cleans 
and  heals  the  afflicted  parts  and  enables  the  machinery  of  the  body  to  do  its 
work  properly,  thus  restoring  strength  and  flesh  and  contriluiting  to  perfect 
health.  Is  very  beneficial  in  incipient  consumption,  =•=  * •■=  Couglis  due  to 

Sore  Throat,  Bronchitis  or  Pneumonia,  Bronchial  Asthma,  Dyspepsia,  Indiges- 
tion, Catarrh  of  the  Stomach  and  Bowels,  * =•=  Especially  Beneficial  in 

the  Ills  of  Children.  It  builds  up  their  system,  enriches  their  blood,  improves 
the  appetite,  strengthens  the  throat,  lungs  and  stomach,  * * Relieves 

catarrhal  croup,  and  " will  prevent  it.  * ” (booklet  accompany- 
ing both  sizes)  “Consumption  * * in  the  treatment  of  tuberculosis  of 
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the  lungs.  * " Y - Miik.s  Enmlsiop  contains  a great  amount  of  fat,  , * " 

Milks  Emulsion  will  start  the  accumulation  of  i>us  from  the  cavities  * * * 

in  ten  to  twenty-four  hours.  * * the  stomach  and  howels  put  in  a good 

healthy  condition,  thus  enabling  the  patient  to  digest  and  assimilate  his  focKl, 
thereby  building  up  the  blood  and  tissue  " * * combat  the  weakening  etfect 

of  tuberculosis  * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  (fhemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  perrolatum,  Avith  small  amounts  of 
glycerin,  sirup,  and  essential  oils. 

Mii^>randing  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement  in  the  labeling  thereof,  “ ]Milks  Emulsion  contains  a great 
amount  of  fat,'’  was  false  and  misleading  since  said  drugs  contained  no  fat. 
Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  funher  reason  that  the  thera- 
peutic effects  claimed  for  said  drugs  on  the  cartons  and  in  the  booklet  afore- 
said were  false  and  fraudulent,  since  the  article  contained  no  ingredient  or 
combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects,  claimed. 

On  December  10,  1910,  the  Milks  Emulsion  Co.,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  claimant, 
having  consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said 
claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a 
]>ond  in  the  sum  of  .$500,  in  conformity  Avitli  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned 
in  part  that  the  product  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  Of  this  department. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aciing  Secretary  of  Agj'iciiUiire. 

8471.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  I',  s.  * * v.  Beiijnmiii  J.  Rooks  (Beii- 

jaiHiii  J.  Rooks  A So3i>.  Flea  of  nolo  eojitendere.  Fine,  $30.  (F.  Cv 

D.  No.  11999.  I.  S.  Nos.  12S10-r,  12Sll-r.) 

At  the  May,  1920,  term  of  court,  wiihin  and  for  the  District  of  Ilhode 
Island,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district,  acting  upon  a report  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  aforesaid  an  information 
against  Benjamin  J.  Rooks,  trading  as  Benjamin  ,T.  Rooks  A Son,  Providence, 
R.  I.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  liolation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  on  or  about  March  13  and  14,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  into  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  of  quantities  of  oysters  which  Avere  adulterated. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  chat  the  oysters  had  been  soaked  Avith  Avater. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  wan  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  thereAvith  so  as  to  loAver, 
reduce,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted 
in  part  for  oysters,  Avhich  the  article  purported  to  be.  . 

On  June  18,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a }»lea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  .$30. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agricultare. 

8472.  of  eoitoiiseed  jueiil.  V.  s.  * * * v.  Valley  Cotton  Oil 

Co.,  a,  Cornoratic-ii.  Flea  of  j*nilty.  Fine,  .$50  and  eo.sts.  (F.  & D. 
No.  12002,  I.  S.  No.  7090-r.) 

On  April  20,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secivtary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Valley  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  a corporation,  Tlemphis.  Tenm,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  I>rngs  Act,  on  or  about  November  2G, 
1918,  from  the  State  of  Tennessee  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a quantity  of  cot- 
tonseed meal  Avhich  was  misbranded. 
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Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  tills  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  86.4  per  cent  of  protein. 

Misbranding-  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  i-eason 
that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ I’rotein  88.6  per  ct.,”  borne  on  the  tags  attached 
to  the  sacks  containing  the  article,  regarding  the  article  and  the  ingredients  ami 
substances  contained  ttierein,  was  false  and  misleading  in  lhat  it  rejnesented 
that  the  aidich;  contained  not  less  than  88.6  per  cent  of  ])rotoin,  and  for  the 
further  ]*eason  lhat  the  article  was  labeled  as  ;iforesaid  so  as  to  deceive'  and 
mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  it  contained  not  h'ss  than  88.6  jier 
eent  of  jn'otein,  whereas,  in  trulli  and  in  fact,  the  article  contained  less  than 
88.6  per  cent  of  protein. 

On  June  d,  1620,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalt 
of  1h('  defendant  company,  ami  the  court  inijiosed  a tine  of  $50  and  costs. 

U.  1).  Ball,  Aeluuj  Secretary  of  Aurlenliare. 

SA7:\.  .'>llsln-amliii«  ol  VnUomil  Ifou’  IteiiMMly.  V.  8.  * * * v.  li  Su«‘ks  af 

Aafioiial  Hog;-  . llofault  tleereo  eomlciaiiai  ioa,  forl'ei- 

and  do.st l•u<•tion.  (!•'.  & D.  Xo.  T2005.  1.  S.  No.  S3S1-r.  S.  No. 

C-3  072.)- 

On  January  3,  1920,  the  United  Slates  attorney  for  the  Southern  Disti'ict  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a I'eport  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  liled  in  the  District 
('ou)-t  of  the  Ignited  States  for  said  district  a lihel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  8 sacks,  100  pounds  (‘ach,  of  National  hog  remedy,  at  St.  Atari  in, 
Ohio,  consigned  liy  tin'  National  Live  Stock  Kemedy  Co.,  from  Cresham,  111.. 
July  12,  1919,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  from  the  State  of 
Illinois  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  ai-ticle  was  labeled  in  part,  (directions 
in  sack)  “ " =•=  =••  National  Hog  lionedy  =■=  " " Swine  Plague  " can 

be  ])i'evented  by  tlu' tise  of  National  Hog  Remedy  " " ' on  sack  " 

National  Hog  Powders  made  only  by  National  JJve  Stock  Remedy  Co..  Chicago, 
111.  - - 

Analysis  of  a sami»le  of  the  article  b>*the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  <lepart- 
mod  showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  sodium  sulphate,  fen-ous  snlphate, 
charcoal,  sulphur,  and  sand. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  its  package  and  label  bore  and  cont.iined  statements,  regarding  the 
curative  or  therapeutic  elfect  of  the  article,  which  were  false  and  fraudulent 
in  that  it  contained  no  ingredients  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of 
j)roducing  the  effects  claimed  in  and  upon  the  direction  sheets,  labels,  and 
sacks,  as  hereinbefore  set  forth,  and  in  that  tlie  article  was  insutiicient  of  itself 
for  the  successful  treatment  and  cure  of  tiic  ailments  and  diseases  for  which  it 
was  prescribed  and  recommended. 

On  .Tune  30,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property.  Judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  l3y  the  court  that 
the  iiroduct  be  destroyed  by  the  Iniited  States  marshal. 

F.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  AgricaUnre. 

.S47  I.  mi.sl*rnndiiJ u'  of  viiiiilla  anil  Aanillin.  I . S.  * 

V.  140  Bottle.*^  of  llotlieis  Hi-aiul  Vanilla  ami  l anillin.  BefanU 
decree  of  condemnation,  foi'feitnre,  and  <lestrnction.  ( F.  & D.  No. 
12060.  I.  S.  No.  OGoT-r.  S.  No.  C-10S3.) 

On  January  14,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
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<leiim;iUoii  of  140  bottles  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “Mothers  Brand  Pure 
Vanilla  and  Vanillin  * * The  National  Food  iMfji.  C'o.  St.  Louis.  U.  S.  A; 

21  Ounces/’  consigned  by  said  company  from  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  July  23,  1919, 
I'einaining  unsold  at  Pi<pia.  Ohio,  alleging  that  tlie  article  had  been  transported 
from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  adnlteration 
and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
Adnlteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that 
conmarin  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  I'ednce,  lower,  and 
injuriously  affect  its  (luality  and  .strength,  and  had  been  substitute<l  in  part  for 
the  article,  and  for  the  furtiier  reason  that  the  article  was  artificially  colored 
in  a manner  whereby  inferiority  was  concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  i-eason  that  th.e  following  state- 
ments appearing  on  the  label,  “Pure  Vanilla  and  Vanillin  (tuaranteed  Fine 
Quality  ” and  “ Pure  Flavor  of  Vanilla  and  Vanillin,’’  not  corrected  by  qualify- 
ing statements,  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  purchasers; 
for  the  further  reason  that  said  article  was  an  imitation  of,  and  sold  and 
offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article;  and  for  the 
further  reason  that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  contents 
was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  June  30,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  foi'feiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aciing  Secretary  of  AgricuUifre. 

8475.  of  Hieu  Foils’.  U.  S.  * * * v.  ?>00  Doxeii  Bottle.^, 

More  oi*  lios.s.  of  Hieii  Foiis'.  Consent  deei-ee  of  eondeinnation  and 
forfeiture.  Product  released  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  12070.  I.  S. 

No.  8628-r.  S.  No.  C-1679.) 

On  January  12,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minne- 
sota, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Seci-etary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  300  dozen  bottles  (374  dozen  .$1.15  size,  1-53^  dozen  GO-cent  size, 
and  lOS  dozen  30-cent  size)  of  Ilien  Fong  remaining  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Knorr  Medical  Go.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  on  or  about  September  6,  1919.  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  charging 
misbranding  in  violation  of  tlie  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part,  (bottle)  “Contains  Not  Over  55%  Grain  Alcoliol,” 
(wrapper)  “ Cliolei’a  IMorbus,  Indigestion  and  Sore  Throat,  and  as  a prophylactic 
in  suspected  cases  of  Croup  and  Diphtheria  =•=  ="  " Summer  Complaint,  Neu- 
ralgia. Catarrh,  Grippe  " Tonsilitis  " “ 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  water,  ether,  oil  of  mint,  resinous 
plant  extractives,  and  43.4  per  cent  by  volume  of  alcohol. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement  on  the  label  as  to  the  alcoholic  content  of  said  article  was  false 
and  misleading,  and  for  tlie  furtiier  reason  that  tlie  label  failed  to  liear  a state- 
ment as  to  the  quantity  or  proportion  of  alcohol  contained  tlierein.  IMisbrand- 
ing  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  further  reason  that  the  above-quoted  state- 
ments, regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effect  of  the  article  for  tlie  treat- 
ment of  cholera  morbus,  indigestion,  sore  throat,  as  a prophylactic  in  suspected 
cases  of  croup  and  diphtheria,  for  summer  complaint,  neuralgia,  catarrh,  grippe, 
and  ionsilitis,  were  false  and  fraudulent,  as  it  contained  no  ingredient  or  combi- 
nation of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 


N.  J.  S4r,l-S.300  ) 


SERVICE  AXD  REGULATORY  AXYTOUXCEMENTS.  313, 


On  Ai>i-il  U~),  1020.  tlye  Kiiorr  ^Medical  C<».,  I^ntroit,  IMicli.,  chumant,  liavin" 
consented  to  a decree.  Jndganeiit  of  eondeinnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  hy  the  eoiu't  that  tlie  in'odnct  l>e  released  to  said  claimant 
upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execntion  of  a bond  in 
the  sum  of  SbOO,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Actin;/  ^ecrctitri/  of  AurlctiUure. 

8470.  Atliiltora4i«»i»  cat,s«i».  F.  S * * * v.  C'asew  of  Tomato 

(■atsuiJ.  14cfsiolt  decree  of  coudemnatioa,  f«n*fcitiire,  a tid  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & 1).  No.  12123.  I.  S.  Nos.  8Gh4-r,  112Sl)-r.  S.  No.  C-1G07.) 

On  or  about  .lanuary  20,  1020,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
.Nebraska,  acting  \ipon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  Ibiited  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
<*ondemnation  of  lOo  cases  of  tomato  catsup,  at  Lincoln,  Nebr..  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shii)ped  by  Libby,  McNeill  e'e  Libby,  having  a place  of  business 
at  iManzanola,  Colo.,  on  or  about  October  IS,  1018,  and  transported  from ‘the 
State  of  Colorado  int<>  the  State  of  Nebraska,  and  charging  adulteration  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  lal)eled  in  part,  “Maple 
Brand  Tomato  Ketchup.  Prepared  expressly  for  hotel  and  restaurant  trade.’’ 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomi>nsed,  and  putrid  animal  and 
vegetable  substance. 

On  May  27,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  properly,  judgmeid 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed'by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  AcUhu  ^ccrclonj  of  AgricuUuye. 

.S477.  A«1  ullerjif ioii  of  tomato  ratsui».  1.  S.  * * *.  a'.  J).'5  Ca.so.s  of  Tomato 

Catsui*.  Default  deeree  of  eoudetu  ii  at  ion , ftn'feiture,  ami  de-strue- 

tioii.  (F.  & I).  No.  12124.  T.  S.  No.  12580-r.  S.  No.  E-1944.) 

On  .Tanuai-y  30,  1920,  tln>  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connec- 
ticut, acting  upon  a re})ort  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  l>is- 
trict  Court  of  the  Ihiited  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  93  cases  of  tomato  catsup,  remaiiung  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  New  London,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  Thomas  Page.  Albion,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  October  22,  1919,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  charging 
adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part,  “Boyal  Kitchen  Brand  Tomato  Catsup  Packed  by  Thomas  Page, 
Albion,  N.  Y.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  vegetable  matter. 

On  April  8.  1920.  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal, 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aciiiin  ^Secretary  of  AyricuUurc. 

S-I7S.  Adulforat  ion  asid  of  4<*matoo.»».  U.  * * =!=  v.  1,008 

Case.s  of  TiMJsuioc.s.  CoiiwesD  decree  of  cousJeuauuliou  and  forvfei- 
fure.  Product  relea.sed  on  ooml.  (F.  X-  U.  No.  121.37.  I.  S.  No.s.  2-r, 
0-v.  S.  No.  E-1959.  I 

On  February  5,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
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condeimuition  of  I,09S  cases  of  tomatoes,  consigned  on  or  about  October  27,  1919, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Brooklyn,  N,  Y.,  alleg-' 
ing  tbat  the  article  bad  been  shipped  by  Charles  lYebster,  East  New  Market, 
Md.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  cbai-ging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Rose  Hill  Brand  Tomatoes  1‘acked  by 
Chas.  Webster,  East  New  Market.  Md.’’ 

Adultei'ation  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  water 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  with,  and  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for,  to- 
Jiiatoes. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  package  or 
label  of  the  article  boi*e  statements,  designs,  and  devices  regarding  the  ai-ticle 
or  the  ingredients  or  substance  contained  therein,  to  wit,  “Rose  Hill  Brand 
Tomatoes,”  and  cut  or  design  of  a whole  ripe  tomato,  which  were  false  and 
misjeading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser,  and  for  the  further  reason 
tliat  sai<l  article  was  an  imitation  of,  and  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  dis- 
tinctive name  of,  another  and  different  article. 

On  April  .j,  1920,  the  United  Grocers’  Co.,  Bi-ooklyn,  N.  Y.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  truth  of  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a 
decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
m’dered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum 
of  $2,200,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the 
goods  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  this  department  by  adding  to  the 
labels  on  each  can,  by  stamp  or  sticker,  the  phrase  “ Packed  with  109c  added 
watei*.’’ 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


SITU.  sjutl  juisljraurtius'  of  Pepso-Tvaxatoiie.  F.  S.  * * v. 

40  Bottles  of  I’en.so-Faxatoiie.  llefawlt  deeree  of  emnation, 

fovfeitHi*e,  ami  destruction.  (F.  D.  No.  12145.  I.  S.  No.  7S74-r.  S. 
No.  C-1G57.) 

Oji  Februai’y  12,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricidture,  tiled  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  40  bottles  of  Pepso-Laxatone,  consigned  by  the  Burlingame 
Cliemical  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  October  14,  1919,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
bottles  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  from 
the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part,  “ Pepso-Laxatone  * An  efficient  combination  of 

agents  used  for  the  relief  of  gastric  disorders  and  indigestion  * * * 

Burlingame  Chemical  Company,  Los  Angeles.’’ 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  not  more  than  a trace,  if  any,  of  diastase 
and  of  pancreatin. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  its 
strength  and  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which 
it  was  sold,  since  it  contained  not  iuoi’e  than  a trace,  if  any,  [ofj  diastase  and 
pancreatin. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  re- 
garding the  ingredients  contained  in  the  bottles,  on  the  label  of  the  bottles,  were 
false  and  misleading,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement  regarding 
its  curative  and  tlierapeutic  effects,  “ an  efficient  combination  of  agents  for 
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>:=  * =:=  i;;^slric  disonler,'^  and  indigestion,'’  was  false  and  fi-andnlent  in  tnat 

i?aid  article  contained  no  ingredients  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of 
producing  tiie  effects  claimed. 

..On  May  18.  1920.  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
eoudenmatioii  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyeil  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Actiuff  Scci.etary  of  Af/ricuJturc. 

S480.  31isl>i*aiM8isis-  of  olive  oil.  V.  * >i=  * v.  Jt  Cases  of  Olive  Oil.  He- 

I’aiiit  rteeree  of  ooiidemiiatioii,  f oi*feit ux’e,  aiul  <lestrvietiou.  (F.  & 

D.  No.  1041G.  I.  S.  No.  12024-r.  S.  No.  E-1441.i 

On  May  21,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  ^Massacbu- 
s<Mls.  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  liled  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  3 cases  of  olive  oil,  consigned  by  the  Union  Olive  Oil  Co.,  New 
York,  N.  y.,  March  5,  1919,  remaining  in  the  original  and  unbroken  packages 
at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  from  the  State 
of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and  charging  misbranding  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part,  “ Olive  Oil  Lemnos  Brand  * ="  N.  S.  INlonalios  " New  York.’’ 

Examination  of  a representative  sample  consisting  of  33  cans  showed  an 
average  content  of  0.9G1  gallon,  or  a shortage  in  the  quaidity  of  contents  of 
3.9  per  cent. 

:?tnsbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  statement  appearing  on  the  cans  containing  the  article,  “ Net  Coiir 
tents  One  Gallon,”  was  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  pur- 
chaser. Misbranding  was  alleged  for  tlie  further  reason  that  the  said  olive 
oil  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the.  contents  vras  not 
declared. 

On  May  10.  1920,  no  claimant  having  appejired  foi-  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  ])o  destroyed  by  the  I'nited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acti)i</  Seci-etai-y  of  AuricuJtnyc. 

8-lS!.  5>«,!  3!oxvery.‘«  (t  otiorrlitiea  Fn.*^te.  I".  S.  ^ - v.  (>0 

Uoxe.s  or  Afoxvery.s  Fa.sto.  Doi’iiwit  of  eoiiilejij- 

iiiitioiJ,  forfeiture,  and  de?it rnctiost.  ( F.  & D.  No.  104.1!).  I.  S.  No. 
15741-r.  S.  No.  E-14G0. ) 

On  IMay  2G,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia,  acting  upon  a rejiort  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  tlie  United  States  for  said  district  a libel,  and  on  September 
2.J,  1919.  an  amended  libel,  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  GO  boxes  of 
^lowerys  Gonorrhoea  Paste,  i-emaining  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Bichinond,  Va..  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Binkley  IMedi- 
cine  Co.,  Dayton,  Oiuo,  on  or  about  December  IT,  1918,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Oldo  into  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  ebarging  misbranding  in  viola- 
tioii  of  ti>e  FckkI  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amendetl. 

Analysis  of  a sample,  of  the  article  by  ‘tlie  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
])artment  showed  that  it . consi.sted  essentially  of  povvdered  ciibebs,  copaiba 
balsam,  alum,  aud  ma.guesia. 

iSIisbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  certain  statements  a]>pearing  on  the  wrapper  and  box  label,  and  in  the  ac- 
companying cirenhn-,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects  thereof,  to 
wit,  (wrapi>er)  Alowerys  Gonorrhoea  I’aste  xV  highly  valuable  and  efficient 
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preparation  for  the  treatment  of  Gonorrhoea,  Gleet,  Clap  and  all  discharges 
jiGciiliar  to  the  urinary  organs  of  no  matter  how  long-  standing.  * This 

preparation  is  highly  valuable  in  cases  of  Kidney  and  Bladder  trouble.  It  will 
relieve  those  sharp  shooting  pains  when  urinating,”  (box)  Mowerys  Gonor- 
rhoea Baste  for  man  or  woman  (circular)  * * for  the  treatment 

of  Gonorrhoea,  Gleet,  Clap  and  all  discharges  peculiar  to  the  urinary  organs, 
either  acute  or  chronic.  * * " allays  irritation  or  inflammation  of  the  urethrae 
1)0  found  valuable  in  cases  of  Kidney,  Bladder  and  Urinary 
Troubles  ; such  as  highly  colored  urine,  brick  dust  in  urine,  stoppage  of  urine ; 
thick,  sluggish  or  scanty  rn’ine,  blood  or  mucous  in  urine.  It  also  relieves  pain 
or  soreness  in  back  when  caused  by  the  above  disorders.  "=  * were  false 

and  fraudulent  in  that  the  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  combination 
of  ingre<lients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

(In  October  15,  1919,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  .iudgment 
of  condiunnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  .States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Baix,  ActiiKj  i^ecrefnnj  of  Agriculture. 

of  Days”  Cure  for  Aleii.  1.  s.  * * * v.  .*>  Doxou 

Botlles  of  ‘‘  Days  ’’  Cure  foi*  3Ieu  and  60  Kiiveloi»e.s  * * 

Cai»sules,  smd  hf  Dosr.eu  Bottles  of  “ 3 Days  ” Cure  for  Men  and  39 
Kuvelopes  * Capsules.  Default  deerees  of  eondeinnation, 

forfeiture,  and  destruetion.  ( P.  & D.  Nos.  10521,  10522.  I.  S.  Nos. 
10:J93-r,  10:i90-r.  S.  Nos.  E-1511,  E-1499.) 

On  June  7,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  North 
("arolina,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  5 dozen  bottles  of  ” 3 Days  ” Cure  for  Men  and  60  envelopes  of 
capsules,  at  Greensboro,  N.  C.,  and  ?>i  dozen  bottles  of  ‘“3  Days”  Cure  for  Men 
{',nd  39  envelopes  of  capsules,  at  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  remaining  in  the  original  uii- 
bi-oken  packages,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  by  the  “ 3 Days  ” 
Cure  Co.,  AVashington,  D.  C.,  on  or  about  February  14,  1919,  and  October  IS, 
fOlS,  respectively,  and  transported  from  the  District  of  Columbia  into  the  State 
of  North  Carolina,  and  charging  misliranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
pjirtment  sho^ved  that  the  contents  of  the  bottles  taken  from  each  shipment 
consisted  essentially  of  zinc  sulphate  and  borax,  and  zinc  sulphate,  borax,  and 
thymol,  respectively,  and  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  of  powdered 
cubebs  and  copaiba. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  certain  statements  appearing  on  the  wrapper  and  bottle  label,  and  in 
the  accompanying  circular,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects 
thereof,  to  wft,  (wrapper)  “The  ‘3  Days’  Cure  for  Men,  a prompt  and  reliable 
remedy  for  Gonorrhoea  and  Gleet.  Combines  internal  and  local  treatment,  suited 
to  all  cases.  Can  never  do  harm.  * *,”  (bottle)  “The  ‘3  Da^-s  ’ Cure  for 

Men.  * * *,”  (circular)  “ * * This  ti-eatment  applies  to  other  forms 

of  ijiflammation  with  discharge  whiclrmay  appear  in  the  urethral  canal,  * -■= 
were  false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  articles  contained  no  ingredients  or 
combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

(Ill  February  0,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  .ludgments 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
tbat  the  products  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
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Sts:;.  Ailnltorajtioii  oi‘  nfluUu.  T.  S.  >><*=!:  v.  {<)  BsiJ’relH  ot  Golnlin 

flatter.  slooree  <>i  iMJsisleiimatiisii  ajitl  rt*.  I’rodnct 

rt'l<*ji.sf<l  «u  bond.  ( F.  J).  No.  108()T.  I.  S.  No.  S.  No.  K-lol*!.) 

On  .Inly  1019,  the  United  Stnte.'^  attorney  for  the  Nortliern  Distilct  of  New 
York,  actiii.a  npon  a )-e))ort  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriciiltiire.  tiled  in  the  District 
Court  of  tire  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condeni- 
iiation  of  10  bau’rels  of  gelatin  matter,  at  Albany,  N.  Y..  alleging  tliat  the  article 
liad  been  shipped  by  the  J.  O.  Whitten  Co.,  Boston  ( Y’incliester ) . iMass,  Feb- 
ruary 8.  1010,  ;ind  transported  from  the  State  of  iMassaclmsetts  into  the  State 
of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  it  contained  added  poisonous  and  deleterious  ingredients,  to  wit, 
excessive  amounts  of  arsenic  and  copper,  which  rendered  said  product  injurious 
to  health  and  unfit  and  dangerous  for  human  consumption. 

On  October  ‘iO.  1010,  the  J.  O.  Whitlen  Co..  Winchester,  l^Iass.,  having  filed  a 
claim  for  the  property  wilhout  denying  any  material  allegation  in  the  libel, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  ])roduct  be  delivered  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  pi-oceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond,  in  conformity  with  section 
10  of  the  act. 

F,  D.  B.m.f,  Act  ill!/  Secretary  of  AyricuUurc. 

84S4.  isl» r:i  u<! in;;-  of  tlilU.s  Kimtl.Mion.  !'.  S.  * * * v.  7 Dozen  Bottles  of 

tlilk.s  ICiiitilsioit.  Default  «leevee  of  eoncleinnation,  fovfeitnre,  jiimI 
destvnetion.  < 1\  & D.  No.  Itggt.  I.  8.  No.  lot1-t-i-.  8.  No.  E-1707.) 

On  September  oO,  1010,  the  Ihdted  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
I’enusylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a lil>el  for  the  sei/aire  ami 
<-(mdenmation  of  7 dozen  bottles  of  Milks  Emul-ion,  remaining  unsold  ;it  Blooms- 
burg,  l*a.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  l)een  shipped  by  the  INIilks  Emulsion  Co., 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  on  or  about  ]May  0,  1010.  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
Indiana  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  an<I  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

x\nalysis  of  a sami)le  of  th.e  article  by  tbe  Bureau  of  ('hemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  11ml  it  consisted  essentiall.v  of  i)etroiatum  with  small  (piantities 
of  glycerin,  sirup,  and  methyl  salicylate.  Tbe  (piantity  of  the  contents  was  0.8 
ounces. 

i\Iisbrandlng  of  the  a!‘ti<de  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  i-eason 
that  the  statement  in  the  l)ooklet  pertaining  to  and  accompanying  the  article, 
namely,  " iMilks  Emulsion  contains  a great  amount  of  fat,"  was  false  and  mis- 
leading for  the  reason  that  the  article  contained  no  fnt.  IMislu’anding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement  appeaidng  on  the  cartons  con- 
taining the  article,  to  wit,  ’’Net  weight  twelve  ounces,"  was  false  and  mislead- 
ing inasmuch  as  the  quantity  of  tlie  contents  of  each  of  the  bottles  was  0.8 
ounces.  IMisbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  l)Ott!e  label 
contained  the  following  statements,  regarding  the  curative  and  therai>eutic 
elTecfs  of  the  article,  to  wit.'  “A  valuable  I'emed.v  for  d.vspepsia,  indigestion, 
catarrh  of  the  stomach  ;aid  bowels  * " •••  bronchial  asthma,  catarrhal 

croup,  bronchitis  =•■  * " esix^cially  beneficial  in  incipient  consnmpti<m,” 

which  were  false  and  fraudulee.t.  inasmuch  as  the  article  contained  no  ingredi- 
ent or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 
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On  December  ],  11)10,  no  cUiiimint  havini;-  appeared  for  tbe  property,  .1nd"- 
ment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  tbe 
court  that  tfie  product  be  destroyed  l>y  tlie  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  I’ALn.  Art'uuf  ^^errrlarll  of  Agriculture. 

S485.  of  Texas  Woiulei*.  I'.  S.  v.  Oo/iea  Bottles  of 

Texas  'Womter.  Default  deeree  of  eojuleinuatioii,  f orfelteive,  and 
dcstvuetiou.  (F.  .'c  D.  No.  11370.  1.  S.  No.  3t>lS-r.  S.  No.  W-509.) 

On  September  20.  1010,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Utah, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizuiv  and  condemnation 
of  3 dozen  bottles  of  Texas  Wonder,  remaining  in  the  original  and  unbroken 
packages  at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  E.  W.  Hall,  St.  Louis,  iMo.,  on  or  about  May  31,  1010,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  LTtah,  and  charging  misbranding  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  The  article  tvas  labeled  in 
part:  (Bottle)  “A  Texas  lYonder.  E.  W.  Hall,  St.  Louis,  Mo.”  (carton) 
“ * Texas  IVonder  for  Kidney  and  Bladder  Troubles,  Diabetes, 

>Veak  and  Lame  Backs,  Rheumatism  and  Gravel.  Regulates  Bladder  Trouble 
in  Children ; ” (circular)  “ * =•=  Rheumatism  and  Kindred  Diseases,”  (testi- 
monial of  Louis  A.  Rortner)  ” " l»egan  using  the  Texas  AYonder  for  stone 

in  the  kidneys,  inflammation  of  the  bladder  and  tuberculosis  of  the  kidneys 
❖ =:•  j-ij..  urijie  contained  40%  pus  was  still  using  the  medicine 

with  wonderful  results,  and  his  weight  iiad  increased  'a” 

Analysis  of  a sami)le  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  (»leoresin  of  c-opaiba, -rhubarb, 
turpentine,  guaiac,  and  alcohol. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  tlie  libel  for  the  leason 
that  the  above-quoted  statements  appe;u‘ing  on  the  bottle  and  carton  and  in 
the  accompanying  circular,  i-egarding  the  curative  and  thei-apeutic  elTect,  were 
false  and  frauduleJit.  since  the  article  contained  lngre<lient  or  coiUibination 
of  ingredients  capanle  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  Jtine  20,  1020,  no  claimant  baving  a.i/pear('d  for  the  i)ro])erty,  judgment 
l>y  default  was  entei'ed.  and  it  w as  ordered  by  the' court  rliat  the  product  be 
destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secrctarg  of  Agriculture. 

SI8G.  3liKl>rand!iisi  of  ^lilies  V.  S.  * * * v.  4g  Doy.eji  liarge 

BoDle.s  aiKs  Doxon  Sioall  BoKles  of  Kiualsiou.  Default  <le- 

<‘i'ee  of  eoiiilesuualiou,  forfeiture,  luid  ile.struet  !o^l.  ( F.  & D.  No. 

11372.  1.  S.  No.  ir.ll.l-r.  S No.  E-1773.) 

(!)u  Sei)teml)er  30,  1010,  the  l^'nited  States  attorney  for  the  ^Middle  District 
of  Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of*  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  foi'  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  4£-  dozen  large  bottles  and  0 dozen  small  bottles  of  Milks 
Emulsion,  remaining  unsold  at  AYiiliamsport,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shijiped  by  the  Milks  Emulsion  Co.,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  on  oi-  about  Febru- 
ary 13,  1010,  and  transported  fi-onr  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Penn- 
s.vlvania,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  bf  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Examination  and  analysis  of  samples  of  the  aidicle  by  the  Bureau  of  Chem- 
istry of  this  department  showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  petrolatum  with 
small  Ciuantities  of  glycerin,  sinip,  and  methyl  salicylate,  and  that  the, quantity 
of  the  contents  of  the  small  IxUtles  was  S.-lo  ounces  ami  0 ounces,  respectively. 


N.  J.  S451-8500J 


SEimCE  AND  EEGULATORY  AN ]SrOUNCEMKNTS.  819 


Misbraudiiig  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement  on  the  cartons  containing  the  small  bottles  of  the  article, 
to  wit,  “Net  weight  twelve  ounces,”  was  false  and  misleading  inasmneh  as  the 
quantity  of  the  contents  of  each  of  the  bottles  was  from  8.o5  to  9 ounces;  for 
tiie  further  reason  tliat  the  statement  in  the  booklet  iwi-tainiug  to  and  accom- 
pttnying  the  article,  namely,  “ i\Iilks  Emulsion  contains  a great  amount  of  fat,” 
Avas  false  and  misleading  since  the  article  contained  no  fat ; and  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  bottle  label  contained  certain  statements  regarding  the  curative 
and  therapeutic  effects  of  the  article,  to  Avit,  “A  valuable  remedy  for  dyspepsia, 
iiuligestio]!,  catarrh  of  stomach  and  boAvels  * =•=  * bronchial  asthma,  ca- 
tarrhal croup,  bronchitis  * * =•=  especially  ))eneticial  in  incipient  consump- 

tion,” Avhich  Avere  false  and  fraudulent  inasmuch  as  the  article  contained  no 
ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable  of  producing  the  elfects 
claimed. 

On  December  1,  HOIO,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  ,judg- 
juent  -of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Avas  entered,  and  it  Avas  ordered  l)y  the 
court  that  (he  product  be  destroyed  by  the  laiited  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

.S4S7.  A«l^iItoraf ioiJ  of  saliuon.  I',  s.  * * * v.  721  Case.'H  of  Salmon. 

Consent  tleeree  of  eoutlejjinat  ion  and  forfeiinre.  Prodnet  velettsed 
on  l»ond.  (F.  & D.  No.  ]1.j2G.  1.  S.  Nos.  81S8-r,  G.5GT-r.  S.  No.  C-lGOf.) 

On  November  2"),  1919,  the  Ihiited  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  l»y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  721  cases,  each  containing  4 dozen  cans  of  salmon,  at  Chicago, 
111.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Libby,  McNeill  & Libby,  from 
Minneapolis.  Minn.,  April  12,  1919,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Minnesota 
into  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  charging  adulteration  in  A’iolation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  Avas  labeled  in  part,  “ Libby’s  Red  Alaska  Salmon.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  iMay  13,  1920,  Libby,  IMcNeill  & Libby,  Chicago,  111.,  claimant,  having  ad- 
mitted the  material  allegations  of  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Avas  entered,  and  it  Avas  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the 
proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $1,0(X),  in  conformity 
Avith  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  article  be  sorted  under 
the  supervision  of  a representfitivo  of  this  department,  the  bad  portion  to  be 
destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal  and  the  good  portion  to  bo  delivered  to 
said  claimant. 

E.  D.  Ball.  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

S4S.S.  AJisbriiiiUiiii;’  of  yoac'lie.s  (in  baslcots).  V.  .S.  * * * v.  Baliinsi  P. 

Aiitlorsoii.  Plea  of  snilty.  Fine,  S."»  amt  co.sl.s.  (F.  & D.  No.  11002. 
I.  8.  No.  OlOl-T.) 

On  April  19,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Ai-kansas.  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Dalton  B.  Anderson,  Ozark,  Ark.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  /ct,  as  amended,  on  or  about  July  26,  1919,  from 
the  State  of  Arkansas  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a quantity  of  an  article, 
billed  as  peaches,  Avhich  Avas  misbranded.  The  article  bore  no  label. 
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]Mi.sl)raiKliiig  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  qimntity  of  the  contents  was  not 
plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  Apj’il  29,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  impose<l  a line  of  ,$.■>  and  costs. 

E.  1).  Bali.,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

of  olive  oil.  F.  s.  * * * v.  Gabriel  Carbateas  ami 

Vielioia.s  S.  '^los^abo.s  (A.  s.  ^ioiiabofs).  Pleas  of  i^uilty.  Fine,  if  100. 
(F.  & IJ.  Xo.  1109.1.  I.  S.  Xo.  11929-r.) 

On  .Inly  30,  1920,  the  Ignited  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
Yoi-k,  acting  upon  a i-epoiT  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District 
(’oiirt  of  the  Fhiited  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Gabriel 
('arhateas  and  Nichohis  S.  Alonahos,  copartners,  trading  as  X".  S.  Monahos,  X"ew 
York,  N.  Y,.  alieging  shii)ment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  oi-  about  April  8.  1919,  from  the  State  of  Xeiy  York 
into  the  State  of  Ohi<L  of  a quantity  of  olive  oil  which  was  misbranded.  The 
article  was  lab<ded  in  ]>art,  ” Monaho's  Olio  di  Oliva  Pui-o  Termini  Imerese.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  iiiformati()u  for  the  reason  that 
the  statejnen.t.  to  m it,  Net  Contents  1 Gallon,”  l)oi‘ne  on  the  cans  containing 
the  article,  regarding  the  article,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  represented 
that  each  of  the  cans  contained  1 gallon  net  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further 
reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  each  of  the  cans  contained  1 gallon  net  of  the  article, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  tl'.e  cans  <lid  not  contain  1 gallon  net,  but 
did  contain  a less  amounl.  ]Mislu'anding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  article  was  food  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  vras  not 
])laiiily  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  August  18,  1920,  the  defendants  (altered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a tine  <»f  .$100. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

.SUM).  A«1  islteratioii  of  botfer.  1.  s.  * * * A'.  <>5  Tubs  of  Butter.  Con- 

sent tieeree  «ff  eontleiiiTint fen  ?int!  forfeiture.  Proiltiet  releasetl  on 
bond.  (F.  & D.  Xo.  110.17.  I.  8.  Xo.  7733-r.  8.  Xo.  C-1409.) 

(dll  or  about  Au.gust  2G,  1919,  (he  United  States  attorney  for  the  XMrtherii 
District  of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  liy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
hied  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  O.j  tubs  of  butter,  at  Troy,  X^.  Y.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  the  B.  E.  Cobb  Co.,  St.  Paul,  dlinn.,  July  28,  1919, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  dliniiesota  into  the  State  of  Xew  York,  and 
charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  excessive  water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to 
reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  article  was  deficient  in  liutter  fat  and  contained  an 
excess  of  moisture. 

On  October  20,  1919,  Ihe  R.  E.  Cobb  Co.,  St.  Paul,  .'Minn.,  claimant,  having 
entered  an  appearance  without  denying  or  contraverting  the  material  alle.gation 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  said  claimant  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  costs  of  the  proceediiigs  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum 
of  .$2,000,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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84J)1.  Jn.£^'  of  cracked  cottonseed  feed.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Planters 

Oil  Co.,  a Coi'poration.  .ludjiment  of  guilty.  Pine,  Sji25  ami  c<»sls. 

(F.  A D.  No.  11125.  I.  S.  No.  1083G-1-.)  . . 

Oil  December  29,  lOlO,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tlu>  Western  District 
of  Texas,  acting-  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Planters  Oil  Co.,  a corporation,  Hearne,  Tex.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
October  3,  1918,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  of  GOO 
sacks,  more  or  less,  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part  “100  Pounds  (net)  Cracked 
Cotton  Seed  Feed  Number  Four,”  wliich  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
pai-tment  showed  that  the  protein  content  Avas  40.55  per  cent.  Examination 
of  61  sacks  shoAved  an  average  net  Aveight  of  95.39  pounds. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  certain  statements  appearing  on  the  label,  to  Avit,  “Protein 
not  le.ss  than  41.20  Per  Cent  ” and  “ 100  Pounds  (Net),”  AA'ere  false  and  mis- 
leading in  that  they  represented  to  purchasers  of  the  article  that  it  contained 
not  less  than  41.20  per  cent  of  protein,  and  that  each  sack  of  the  article  con- 
tained not  less  than  100  pounds  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that 
it  Avas  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purehaser  into  the 
belief  that  the  article  containe<l  not  less  than  41.20  per  cent  of  protein,  and  that 
each  sack  of  the  same  contained  not  less  than  100  pounds  of  the  article,  Avhereas, 
in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  contained  less  than  41.20  per  cent  of  protein,  and  each 
sack  of  the  article  contained  less  than  100  pounds  thereof.  Misbranding  aauis 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  Avas  food  in  package  form,  and 
the  quantity  of  the  contents  Avas  not  plainly  or  conspicuously  marked  on  the 
outside  thereof  in  terms  of  Aveight,  measure,  or  numerical  count. 

On  February  23,  1920,  the  defendant,  having  conceded  a violation  of  the 
hiAV,  Avas  adjudged  guilty,  and  the  court  imposed  a tine  of  $25  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

.veulteraliou  of  J*a I’.  S.  * * * v.  120  Ca.ses  of  Raisins.  T3t‘- 

fanlt  «lci*roe  «»f  oomlemiiation,  forfeiture,  and  destrnetion.  (F.  & I>. 

No.  11149.  I.  8.  No.  2047-r.  S.  No.  AY-474.) 

On  or  about  August  29,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  lYashington,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
tiled  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for 
Ihe  seizure  and  condemnation  of  120  cases  of  raisins,  remaining  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
by  Bosenberg  Bros.  & Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  on  or  about  IMay  21,  1919, 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Washington,  and 
charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  Avas  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  sand 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  Avith  it  so  as  to  reduce,  loAver,  and  injuriou.sly  affect 
its  quality  and  strength,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  consisted  Avholly  or 
in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  July  20,  1920,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  Avas  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
tliat  the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Aciiug  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


322 


BUREAU  OF  CHEMISTRY. 


[Supplement  100, 


S403.  Misbranding  of  I3r.  Sanser’s  Capsules.  II.  S.  * ♦ * v.  l.>  Paekases 

and  24  Paelca§'es  of  Dr.  San»-ei*’s  Capsules.  ' Default  decree  of  eoii- 
denination,  forfeiture,  and  destruetion.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  11170,  11171. 
1.  S.  Nos.  lol22-i-,  13123-r.  S.  Nos.  E-lGOl,  E-1692.) 

On  SejAember  S,  1910,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
<-luisetts,  actin.^-  iij)on  a report  by  the  Secretaiy  of  Ai;riciilture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  of  information  for 
the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  15  jmekages  and  24  packages  of  Dr.  Sanger’s 
Capsules,  at  Boston,  Mass.,  consigned  by  Edward  J.  Aloore  Sons  (Inc.),  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  April  18,  and  June  2,  1919,  respectively,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  transi^orted  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  and*  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Dr.  Sanger’s  Capsules 
Coiupaiiy.  Manufacturing  CTiemists,  New  York,  N.  Y.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
l)artment  showed  that  the  contents  of  the  capsules  consisted  essentially  of 
cubebs,  copaiba,  santtil  oil,  matico,  a salt  of  iron,  and  magnesia. 

]Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the  reason 
that  certain  statements  appesiring  in  the  labeling,  regarding  the  curative  a>id 
therapeutic  effects  thereof,  to  wit,  (carton)  “ Dr.  Sanger’s  Capsules  for  Diseases 
of  the  Urinary  Organs  and  Bladder  (booklet)  ” for  diseases 

]>ertaiiung  to  the  mucous  membranes  " " * Their  healing  qualities  act  \ipon 

the  mucous  membranes  * * Cystitis  * " " Cystirrhoea  or  Catarrh  of 

the  Bladder  * " Betention  of  Urine  Leucorrlioea  =•=  " were 

false  and  fraudulent  in  that  the  article  did  not  contain  any  ingredient  or  com- 
bination of  ingredients  capable  of  pi'oducing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  5Iay  10,  1920,  no  claimant  lun  ing  appeared  for  the  ]>roperty,  judgments  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by’ the  court  that 
the  product  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

E.  1).  Bali.,  Acting  Sccrctarg  of  AgricKlturc. 

.S104.  AUtsUeratiou  of  o>slor<«.  V.  S.  * * * v.  (;oora.e  T.  Greoite.  Jr. 

i’len  of  15'uilt.v.  Fiite,  >fiO.  ( F.  & 1>.  No.  1143-1.  I.  S.  No.  12<i04-r.) 

At  (he  Novemlier,  1919,  term  of  the  Distinct  Couil,  of  the  United  States 
within  and  for  the  District  of  Rhode  Island,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said 
district,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  iii  the  Dis- 
trict Court  aforesaid  an  information  against  George  T.  Greene.  Jr.,  Warren, 
R.  I.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  ilefendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  on  or  about  iSiarch  14,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  into  the  Siate 
of  Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  oysters  winch  were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  it  contained  added  water. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  water  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  lower  and  reduce 
and  injuriously  affect  its  quality,  and  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  oysters, 
which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  January  G,  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informarion, 
and  the  court  imposed  a line  of  .$10. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctarg  of  AgricuJUirc. 

.Sin.l.  VdiilttM-ntioii  of  o>  .•slor.s.  I . S.  * - v.  Fl.iiiter.s  Trartins-  Co..  Inc.. 

:i  Coryorntioii,  Pica  of  nolo  oonicnacrc.  Fine,  .$10  aiul  cost.-s.  ( F. 

A D.  No.  n447.  I.  S.  No.  133S.7-r.) 

On  August  10,  19*20.  the  Uidted  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
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of  the  United  Sfates  for  said  dij<trict  an  iiifoi-nuitioii  auainst  the  Planters  Tradinu' 
(Inc.),  a corporation.  Baltimore,  IMd.,  alleginji-  shipment  by  said,  company,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Dripus  Act,  on  or  al)out  February  1,  1919,  from  the 
State  of  Alaryland  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  of  a quantity  of  oysters  which 
Avere  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Cliemistry  of  this 
department  shoAved  that  it  contained  added  Avater. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  aauas  alleiied  in  the  information  for  the  re:ison  that 
Avater  had  been  mixed  and  packed  thereAvith  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  aiid  injuri- 
ously affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  siil)stitnted  in  part  for  oysters, 
Avhich  the  article  purported  to  he. 

On  August  11,  1920,  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  Avas  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  company,  and  the  court  im.posed  a line  of  SIO  and  costs. 

E.  D.  Baix,  Actimj  Secretary  of  AtiricuUnre. 

.SUM).  VUiilteratioii  of  fnvsi  lieaiis.  I . s.  * * * A'.  147  Saelvs  of  Fancy 

C'alifomisi  Fhajj  Bcjims.  foiisont  decree  <>f  eoiidesii^iat ioBi  aiitl  f<5r- 
feifiire.  I’roduet  i*elease«l  oir  liouii.  (F.  & IV  No.  tl.AOT.  I.  S.  No. 
294r,-r.  S.  No.  AA'-.520.  ) * - 

On  XoA'ember  1,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  l>istrict  of  Utah, 
acting-  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricidture.  tiled  in  the  District  Court 
f)f  the  United  States  for  said  district  a liltel  for  the  seizure  of  147  sacks  of 
fancy  California  fava  beans,  remaining  in  tlie  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Ogden,  Ihah,  alleging  that  tlie  article  had  been  shipped  by  Adolph  Koshlaml, 
Saai  Alateo,  Calif.,  in  interstate  commerce,  on  or  about  October  20,  1919,  con- 
signed to  NeAv  York,  N.  Y.,  and  seized  en  route  to  its  destination  at  Ogden,  Utah, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  A^'as  alleged  in  sul>stauce  in  the  lil)el  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy  and  decomposed  or  putrid  vegetable  sul)- 
stance,  the  excreta  and  other  refuse  of  insects. 

On  April  30,  1920,  Adolf  Koshland,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  claimant,  having 
'entered  an  appearance,  a decree  Avas  entered  adjudging  the  fads  contained  in  the 
libel  to  be  true  and  ordering  the  relea.se  of  the  product  upon  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  a liond  in  the  .sum  of  $b00.  in  con- 
formity with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  the  article  be  .sorted 
and  repicked  under  the  supervision  of  a representative  of  this  department,  ami 
that  only  such  portion  as  might  1h‘  approved  by  this  dei'-artment  l)e  disposed  of. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Actiiuj  ^co'cfanj  of  Auricnliuvc. 

,^407.  A5isl>i'andst».u;  af  14i*.  Hnr3»vv'.s  Aiiti  CUolei-u  Ttmio.  I'.  S.  * - * a. 

10  a'l  cosislenjualioiii. 

i'orfeitare,,  aTid  riitXio.i . (F.  & D.  No.  11.302.  T.  S.  No.  !)lS7-r.  S. 

No.  C-lG32.t 

On  or  about  January  8,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Xorthern 
Idstrict  of  IMississippi,  acting  u]ton  a report  b,v  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
tiled  in  tlie  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  10  dozen  packages  of  drugs,  labeled  in  part  “Dr. 
Harper’s  Anti-Cbolei-a  Tonic,”  at  Tupelo,  Hiss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  by  the  Elite  Chemical  Co.,  VfatertoAvn,  Tenn.,  April  10,  1919,  and 
traiLsported  from  the  State  of  Tennessee  into  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and 
charging  misliranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment shoAved  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  a poAvdered  mixture  of  baking- 
soda,  sulphur,  iron  oxid.  sodium  sulphate,  and  vegetable  material,  including 
fragments  of  seeds  and  hulls. 
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]MisbraiKling  of  tlie  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  certain  statements  appearing  on  the  cartons  containing  the  articTe 
and  in  the  accompanying  circular,  regarding  the  curative  and  therapeutic  effects 
thereof,  to  wit,  (carton)  “Dr.  Harpei-'s  Anti-Cholera  Tonic  for  Hogs  Given  to 
1‘revent  Diseases  of  Swine  For  Worms  " (circular)  “How  to  prevent 

hog  cholera.  Aliont  every  other  day  give  to  eacli  hog  a tablespooufid  of  Dr.  Har- 
per's Anti  cholera  " In  most  cases  acts  as  a preventive  to  dis- 
ease U^se  A.nti-C]iolera  and  yon  will  have  no  sick  hogs  to  cure.  Yonr 

hogs  will  gain  in  vreiglit  and  the  meat  will  be  free  from  disease,”  were  false  and 
fraudulent  since  the  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredi- 
ents capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed. 

On  January  28,  1020,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  foi'feiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  be  destroyed  l>y  the  Ignited  States  marshal. 

F.  D.  Ball,  Aethig  Sccrctanj  of  Agriculture. 

S4t)S.  Adultei'jitio?!  of  U.  s.  * * * v.  J>30 

T?«z’.eii  X*#.  3 Ca3)s  and  150  Dozen  3 Cans  of  l.ove  Aj»|»le  Brand 

Toinalors.  Proilnct  or«!rrrd  released  on  l»ond.  ( F.  «&  D.  Xo.  lloTO. 

I.  S.  Xo.  noso-i'.  S.  Xo.  F-1008.) 

On  or  about  Decenfoer  27,  1019,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
I>istrict  of  Arkansas,  acting  mxm  :\  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  ('ourt  of  the  Ignited  States  for  said  district  a lihel  for  the  sei/mre 
jind  comleinnation  of  330  dozen  X"o.  3 cans  and  150  dozen  No.  2 cans  of  tomatoes, 
at  AYalnut  Bidge,  Ark.,  consigned  on  or  al)out  October  3,  1919,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  by  A.  Ah  Sisk  &:  Son,  North  AAYiles,  Md.,  nnd  trans- 
]u>rted  from  the  State  of  Mar>l:tnd  into  the  State  of  Arkansas,  and  charging 
adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part,  “ Love  Apple  Brand  Tomatoes  Backed  by  W.  J. 
AVright  A Sons,  Nm  tii  AVales,  Aid." 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  ;dleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  tomato  pulp  had  been  mi.ved  and  packed  with,  and  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for,  the  article. 

Misbrandiiig  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  the  label  bore  state- 
ments, designs,  and  devices  regarding  the  article  and  the  ingredients  contained 
therein,  to  wit,  “Love  Apple  Brand  ""  Tomatoes”  (cut  showing  ripe 

tomatoes),  which  were  false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  the  pur- 
chaser, and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  an  imitation  of,  and  was  offered 
for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of,  another  article. 

On  September  27,  1920,  A.  AA",  Sisl^;  & Son,  North  AA'ales,  Md.,  having  tiled  a 
claim  for  the  goods,  jinlginent  was  entered  ordering  the  release  of  the  product 
to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceeding  and  the  execution 
of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $100,  in  confonuity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  condi- 
tioned in  part  that  the  goods  be  relabeled. 

E.  D.  Ball,  Acting  Sccrctanj  of  Agriculture. 

S'iOO.  A«l3ilterjj<i«ii  of  o.vstors.  U.  S.  * * * v.  D.  Blotiiat.  Plea  of 

nolo  coaiteiiilei-e.  Pine,  (F.  & 1).  Xo.  11596.  I.  &.  Xos.  12S37— r, 

13503-r,  lllOl-r.) 

On  March  9,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Bhode  Island, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Eddie  D.  Blount, 
AAhirren,  B.  I.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
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Driiiis  Act,  oil  or  iilxnit  Morcli  14,  1019,  from  the  State  of  Tliiode  Island  into 
the  State  of  Massachnsetts.  and  <m  or  al)onr  March  14  and  ]\Iarch  lo.  1910,  from 
the  State  of  lUiode  Island  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  quantities  of  oysters 
which  were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  ])rodiict  contained  added  water. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  allep:ed  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
water  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  yiart  for  oysters,  which  the  article 
purported  to  he.  and  for  the  further  reason  that  water  had  lieen  mixed  and 
I>acked  with  tlu^  aidicle  so  as  to  lower,  reduce,  and  injuriously  affect  its  qmdity 
and  strength. 

(4n  March  l-l.  1920,  the  defendant  entered  a ]ilea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  in- 
formation, and  tlie  coiut  imposed  a tiiu'  of  Sl.l. 

E.  T>.  Ball.  ActiiH/  Sccrctari/  of  AnricnUurc. 

.s.tOO.  Aliisbs'simliii;;  of  AV.  I-’',  (ijaty'w  Gcivnim^  Oi  tsl^sn-n  t,  1.  S.  * * * v. 

I*aclcattes  of  W.  P.  (teiiaiiie  Oiiii let'iil.  ('oasotit  Uoert'o 

of  eondeai aaf  ion  forfeitni’e.  PiosUact  released  on  )>oia«S.  ( I'.  X 

D.  No.  llO-in.  I.  S.  No.  T::n.”)-r.  S.  No.  C-ltOo.  i 

On  Tidy  28,  1919,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Soulhern  Oistrict  of 
Ohio,  acting'  upon  a report  hy'tlie  Secivtary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  foi-  said  district  a libel  for  the  sei/.tire  and  coif- 
denmation  of  890  packages  of  F.  Cray's  (Jenuine  Ointmeid.  consigned  by 
AV.  F.  Cray  & Co.,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  July  2,  1919,  alleging  that  the  tirticle  fuul 
been  transitorted  from  the  State  of  Tennessee  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  charg- 
ing mishranding  iit  viohivion  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  ametided.  Tlie 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  tP.ackagel  “ Ci-ay’s  Invaluable  Cennine 

Ointment.  Prepared  and  Signed  by  AV.  F.  Cray,  Nasliville,  Tenn.  " " " For 

boils  and  soi’os  of  all  kinds.  " (carton)  “For  burns,  scalds,  rheuma- 
tism ]ioisonous  plants,  lu'oken  breasts,  sort'  nijiples  and  carbuncles 

ii.stula  injured  spine,  swelling  of  all  kinds,  " " ="  sm-e 

throat  " 'U  " (circular)  “For  the  r(*lief  of  Ulcers  of  long  <*r 

short  standing"  " " Scrofulous  and  other  4himors  including  AA’hite  Swell- 
ings " " Old  or  Fresh  AA’ounds,  Cunsliot  AA’ounds  ='•  " Swellings 

and  intlammatiotis  of  all  kinds,  Rhenmatic  and  other  pains  =•=  " * Sciild 
Head,  Tetter  on  the  heitd  or  any  other  j»ai't  of  the  hcxly  =■=  =■=  " Carbuncles, 
Cancerous  Affcadions,  Cangrene,  Eru))tiojis  of  ;dl  kinds  " Dog,  Snake. 

Spider.  ;ind  other  Poisonous  Bites  =■=  " ="  Sore*  Eyes  =•=  - - Pleurisy  and 

I’neumonia  Splint.  AA'ind  Calls  " In  early  stages  of  inflam- 

matory rheumatism  and  soreness  about  the  breast  " 

Analysis  of  a saniide  of  the  article  by  The  Bureau  of  ('hemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  ir  consisted  essentially  of  lead  oxid  and  a.cetatc'  in  a l)ase 
comi)osed  of  animal  fat,  linseed  oil,  beeswax,  and  traces  of  turpeidine. 

Jlishranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  sitbstance  in  the  libel  for  the  reason 
thiit  the  package  and  label  thereof  bore  and  contained  certain  statements,  j;e- 
garding  the  curative  or  therapeutit^  etfect  thereof,  which  were  false  and  fraudu- 
lent in  that  the  article  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  effects  claimed  in  and  upon  the  circulai's  and  cartons 
as  hereinbefore  set  foith,  and  in  that  the  article  was  insuflicient  of  itself  for 
the  successful  treatment  and  cure  of  the  ailments  and  diseases  for  which  it  was 
pre.scrihed  sind  recommended. 

On  March  24,  1920,  AAk  F.  Gray  & ('o.,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  libel  and  consented  to  a decree,  judgment 


326 


BUREAU  OF  CHEMISTRY. 


[Sui>plement  100. 


of  eondemnatioii  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered-  by  the  court 
that  tlie  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  tbe 
proceedings  and  tbe  execution  of  a bond  in  tbe  sum  of  $100,  in  conformity  with 
section  10  of  tbe  act,  conditioned  in  part  tliat  tbe  article  be  relabeled  under  tbe 
super\lsion  of  a‘  representative  of  tliis  department, 

10.  D.  Ball,  Acting  t-iccrciary  of  Agricnlttuc. 


INDEX  TO  NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  8451  TO  8500. 


X.  J.  No. 

Acctanilicl  ami  salol  tablets.  »S're 
Tablets. 

Xeetplioiietidin  and  salol  tablets.  »S'ce 
Tablets. 

Alfalfa  meal.  See  Feed, 
r.caus,  fava  : 

Koshlaml,  Adolph S4PG 

r.  I-F  ; 

Sjuaw,  W.  II.,  Itrug  Co 

8405,  8408 


Flitter  : 

Cobb,  R.  F..  Co 8400 

Capsules.  Saugor's.  Dr.  : 

Moore,  E.  J..  Sons S40.-5 


Catsup.  Sec  Tomato  catsup. 

Codeine  sulpbale  tal>lets.  See  Tab- 
let.s. 

Cottonseed  Fed.  See  Feed, 
meal.  Sec  Feed. 

Cracked  cottonseed  feed.  Sec  Feed. 
Crossman  iNIixlure: 

Wrigb-t's  Indian  Vegetable 


I’ill  Co 8400 

Emulsion,  Milks  ; 

Milks  Emulsion  Co 8470, 

8484,  8480 

l-lxtract,  vanilla  ami  vanillin: 

National  Food  5lfg.  Co 8474 

Fava  beans.  See  Deans. 

Feed,  alfalfa  meal  : 

Crown  Feed  Co 8457 

North  Dros 8450 

■ cottonseed,  cracked  : 

lOanters  Oil  Co 84bl 

cottonseed  meal  : 

Valley  Cotton  Oil  Co 8472 

P'ish.  salmon  : 

Liliby,  iIcNeill  & Libby 8487 

Gelatin  ; 

tVhitten,  J.  O..  Co 8483 

Golden  Crown  Special  : 

Flan  ter  5Iedlcine  Co 8407 

Gonorrhea  paste  ; 

Dinkley  Medicine  Co 8481 

Gray's,  W.  I'\,  Genuine  Ointment  : 

Gray,  W.  F.,  & Co 8500 

II.  G.  C.  : 

•Veme  Chemical  Mfg.  Co 8403 

Harper's,  Dr.,  Anti  Cholera  Tonic  : 

Elite  Chmnical  Co 8407 

Ilien  Fong; 

Knorr  IMedicai  C'o 8475 

Hog  cholera  tonic  : 

Elite  Chemical  Co 8407 

remedy  : 

National  Live  Stock  Rem- 
edy Co 8473 


N.  J.  No. 

Hypodermic  tablets.  See  Tablets. 

Injection  Zip  : 

Daker-Levy  Chemical  Co 8400, 

8402 

41e!idenhairs  No.  40  : 

Mendenhall,  J.  C.,  Jledicine 

Co 8455 

M ilks  Emulsion  : 

lUilks  Emulsion  Co 8470, 


8481,  8480 

iMorphine  sulphate  taltlets.  See  Tab- 
lets. 

Mower.vs  Gonorrhcea  Raste  : 

Dinkley  Medicine  Co 8481 

National  Hog  Retnedy  : 

National  Li\e  Stock  Rem- 
edy Co 8473 

Oil,  olive  : 

Economou,  N.  1'..  & ii'ln'o- 

dos 8452 

Monahos,  N.  S 8458,  8480 

Fnion  Olive  Oil  Co 8480 

table  : 

Crisafulli  Dros 8451 

Ointment,  Gray's: 

Gray,  W.  F.,  & Co 8500 

Olive  pil.  Sec  Oil. 

Oystei's  ; 

Dlouut.  Eddie  D 8400 

Greene,  Georgi'  T..  ,1r 8404 

Fianlers  Trading  Co 8405 

Rooks,  Benj.,  &:  Son 8471 

Feaclu's  ; 

Anderson.  Dalton  D 8488 

Fepso-Laxatone : 

Burlingame  Chemical  Co__  8470 
Planters  Golden  Crown  Special  : 

Phinter  5I('dicine  Co 8407 

Raisins  : 

California  Associated  Raisin 

Co 8450 

Rosmiberg  Bros.  & Co 8402 

Remedy,  hog  ; 

National  In\-e  Stock  Item- 

edy  Co S473 

S.  O.  S. : 

Pfeiffer,  S.,  Mfg.  Co 8454 

Salmon.  Sec  Fish. 

S;tlubrin  : 

Salubriu  I.aboratory 8401 

Sanger's,  Dr..  Capsules: 

IMoore,  E.  J.,  Sons 8403 

Sauerkraut : 

Weller,  H.  N.,  & Co 8400 

Table  oil.  See  Oil. 
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1 Supplf^nioiii  100. 


N.  .T.  No. 


'.rjililots,  ocotanilid  and  salol  : 

r.ownian,  Moll  iV  Co S45B 

aootplieuetidiii  and  sadd  ; 

Bowman,  Moll  & Co 8403 

codeine  snl]diate  : 

Bowman,  Moll  & Co 8453 

liypodcrmic  ; 

Bowman.  Moll  & Co — - 8453 

inorpliine  sn!i>liate  : 

Bowman,  Mell  & Co 845.3 

Tcx.-is  AVondcr  : 

Hail,  B.  W 84S5 


N.  .1.  No. 


3 Day.s  " Cure  for  Mon  : 

“ 3 Hays  " Cure  Co 8482 

TomrCo  catsup: 

Libby,  McNeill  & Jabby 8470 

1’a.me,  Thomas 8477 

rtah  I’ackinj^-  O’orp 84G4 

Toma  ( c's  : 

Sisk,  A.  AY.,  & Son S49S 

AYelist(*r.  (Tias__. 8478 

A’anilla  and  vanillin.  8rc  Extract. 


O 
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